
D E C . , 1915. T H E B R I T I S H F O O D J O U R N A L . 221 

G E N E R A L A R T I C L E S A N D 
R E P O R T S . 

PRACTICAL ECONOMY. 
The following admirable letter from M R . G. BOOTH-

HEMING, the Ex-Mayor of the City of Westminster , 
has been published by the Daily Telegraph. The 
eminently sane views and the timely warnings it con
tains should give pause to the foolish advocates of false 
"economy" and the hysterical preachers of indis
criminate " re t r enchment" :–– 

" T o The Editor of ' The Daily Telegraph.' 
"S i r ,—The cry of 'economy' at the present moment 

is well-nigh deafening, upon all sides, and the public 
may be pardoned if they become confused as to its 
meaning, or puzzled as to what economy really is. W e 
are beginning to lose sight of the fact that the ex
tremist, whatever attitude he assumes or whatever cause 
he supports, defeats his own object. 

" I t is safe to assert, speaking broadly, that at all 
times the spendthrift is more useful to the nation than 
the miser. His life may be a short and merry one, yet 
he injures none but himself, the community benefiting 
by the diffusion of his money; whereas it is clear that 
the hoarder not only sacrifices by his parsimony the 
pleasures and most of the necessaries of life, but injures 
the nation by secreting wealth which in the ordinary 
course would circulate freely and assist other men to 
live. 

"Natural ly I do not wish to prove that we should 
all become reckless, spending our money broadcast ; 
but it is obvious from a commercial and material point 
of view that a moderate middle course is best. If, say, 
a business man or private person owns an article of any 
given value, and another person wants it, and has that 
amount available and lying idle, the wiser method is to 
exchange. The seller is then enabled to employ the 
money for purposes of commerce, paying his workmen, 
purchasing necessaries from other tradesmen, etc., and 
these in their turn circulate the money and assist in 
maintaining the revenue of the country. 

" I n the name of economy—falsely so-called—many 
people are trying to repress and to cripple ordinary 
commercial or business transactions such as I have 
instanced above; their intentions may be of the best, 
but their policy is shortsighted and illogical. Followed 
to its reasonable conclusion, it does away with the very 
means of producing national resources for the continu
ance of this war. 

" L o r d Milner has said, very rightly, that any criti
cism which is to be of service must be constructive. 
May I then suggest that our new-born passion for re
trenchment should be wisely controlled, and not indis
criminate, as it seems to be at the moment? Economy 
moderately practised is praiseworthy, since it results 
naturally in sounder financial conditions; economy run 
mad is simply disastrous. 

" T h e principal points to bear in mind and to em
phasise in authoritative advice to the spending classes 
a r e : (1) Purchase, whenever possible, British goods 
only; (2) live within your means, saving a portion— 
however small—of income, in order to invest in W a r 
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Loan stock, also to have a reserve for the proverbial 
rainy day; (3) in cutting down expenses remember that 
the money you spend forms the basis of other people's 
savings, therefore to carry economy to extremes dam
ages your neighbour, is selfish, and is unpatriotic. 

" I f this policy which I have briefly outlined were 
judiciously followed the majority of people would man
age to pay their way honourably through this crisis. 
And, finally, there would be no lack of investors when 
the next demand arises for funds to carry on this battle 
for England 's stability and security. 

" I am, Sir, Yours faithfully, 
" G . BOOTH H E M I N G . " 

London, December 10th, 1915. 

THE ADULTERATION OF CREAM WITH BORIC 
ACID. 

At a meeting of the Council of the Royal Borough 
of Kensington on November 23rd, 1915, ALDERMAN A. 
G. MCARTHUR, Chairman of the Public Health Com
mittee, brought up a report as follows:— 

(Paragraph 6.) 
W e have had before us a communication from the 

Local Government Board stating that their attention 
has been drawn by the Cream Trade Protection Society 
to certain proceedings taken by the Council in respect 
of samples of cream containing boric acid, that the 
Board had decided to appoint a Committee to investi
gate the question of the danger to health from the con
sumption of cream containing small quantities of boric 
acid, but that such appointment had been postponed in 
view of the W a r , and suggest ing that proceedings 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts should not be 
taken in the case of preserved cream labelled in accord
ance with the requirements of the Public Health (Milk 
and Cream) Regulations, 1912, where the amount of 
boric acid present does not exceed the proportion, 
namely, 0·5 per cent., which has been adopted gener
ally by vendors as the maximum. 

" T h e Council will remember that on the 6th July, 
1909, after they had from time to time unsuccessfully 
urged the Local Government Board to give effect to the 
recommendations of the Departmental Committee who 
reported in 1901 on the use of preservatives and colour
ing matters in food, and some three years prior to the 
issue of the Public Health (Milk and Cream) Regula
tions above referred to, they deemed it desirable that 
they should, in fairness to the tradesmen in the Bor
ough, lay down a definite course of action with regard 
to the sale of cream containing boric acid, and should 
notify vendors of the decision arrived at. 

" A general intimation was accordingly issued to ven
dors of cream in the Borough that the Council would 
thereafter—pending the introduction of further legisla
tion in the matter—take proceedings against persons 
selling cream containing boric acid without making clear 
disclosure of the presence of the preservative therein, 
and also that in cases where such disclosure was made 
proceedings would still be taken if the quantity of boric 
acid found to be present exceeded 17·5 grains per 
pound, the limit suggested by the Departmental Com
mittee of 1901 on preservatives and colouring matters in 
food, which Committee was appointed by the President 
of the Local Government Board. 

" W e would remind the Council that they have con
sistently adhered to the policy laid down by them in 
July, 1909, and we consider that the action taken 
during the period which has elapsed since their intima
tion to the trade has been amply justified by the decisions 
in the cases of Cullen v. McNair (1908) 72 J .P . , 376, 
and Whale v. Bennett (1913, unreported)*. In the for
mer of these cases it will be remembered that, although 
there was 'disclosure' as to the presence of preserva
tive, the conviction of the vendor for selling cream con
taining 0·313 per cent. (or about 22 grains per pound) 
of boric acid was upheld by the High Court on the 
ground that the presence of this amount of adulterant 
rendered the cream injurious to the health of children 
and invalids, whilst in the latter case, heard at the 
London Quarter Sessions in May, 1913, the Justices, 
after hearing a mass of expert evidence, decided that 
cream containing ·3187 per cent. of boric acid (or 22·309 
grains per pound) was injurious to health, and that the 
sale of such article, even when labelled, was an offence 
under Section 3 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875. 

" T h e Council have on more than one occasion ex
pressed the view that the addition to cream of boron 
preservatives should be absolutely prohibited––the last 
occasion on which representations were made to the 
Local Government Board on these lines was in Febru
ary, 1910—and the adoption of the limit suggested by 
the Departmental Committee as stated above has been 
looked upon as a compromise rendered advisable owing 
to the uncertainty which has for so long existed—and 
which still exists—regarding the positions of the local 
authorities and the trade in this matter. 

" W e cannot but view with regret the attitude now 
adopted by the Local Government Board in ignoring, 
not only the representations made by this Council and 
other local authorities in urging that the addition of 
boron preservatives should be entirely prohibited, but 
also the suggestions of the Departmental Committee 
already referred to and of the Board's own Inspector, 
Dr. Hamill, and in suggest ing that the adulteration of 
cream with boric acid should be tacitly allowed, sub
ject to 'd isc losure , ' to an extent which the Courts have 
held to be injurious to health. 

" W e are of opinion, moreover, that, pending the 
introduction of legislation, either prohibiting or re
stricting the addition of boric acid to cream––which it 
is hoped may be the result of the finding of the Com
mittee referred to in the Board's letter –– the Board 
should urge the trade to suspend the practice of adding 
preservatives to cream rather than suggest to local 
authorities that they should vary their considered pro
cedure under the Food and Drugs Acts. 

" W e recommend–– 
" T h a t a communication be addressed to the Local 

Government Board on the foregoing lines as a 
reply to the suggestions contained in their 
le t ter ." 

(Paragraph 7.) 
" W e learn from the Town Clerk that in connection 

with proceedings which had been instituted against the 
vendors of three samples of cream containing amounts 
of boric acid equivalent respectively to 19·705, 21·812, 

* Whale v. Bennett:—For full report of this case see British Food 
Journal, May to September, 1913. 
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and 23·429 grains per pound, application was made to 
him by Messrs. Neve, Beck and Kirby, the Solicitors, 
acting for the vendors in each case, that the hearing of 
the summonses, which were returnable on the 16th 
November, might be adjourned, awaiting the decision 
of the Council on the communication from the Local 
Government Board referred to in the foregoing para
graph, and that he consented to the cases standing over 
for a period of three weeks. 

" W e recommend— 
(a) That the action taken be approved. 
(b) That , upon the summonses referred to being 

again called for hearing, the proceedings do 
take their course. 

" I t was moved by Alderman McArthur and seconded 
by Councillor Baxter :— 

" T h a t the recommendation contained in paragraph 
6, be adopted. 

" I t was moved as a rider by Councillor Lansdown 
and seconded by Councillor D y e r : — 

" T h a t the representations made to the Local 
Government Board be communicated to the 
other Metropolitan Borough Councils and to 
the Authorities administering the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts throughout the country. 

" A f t e r discussion, the suggestion that the Authori
ties outside London should be communicated with was 
negatived, and 

" I t was resolved— 
" T h a t the recommendation contained in para

graph 6 be adopted with the following rider 
the re to :— 

" T h a t the representations made to the Local 
Government Board be communicated to 
the other Metropolitan Borough Councils. 

" I t was resolved— 
" T h a t the recommendation contained in para

graph 7 be adopted ." 

TRADE AFTER THE WAR. 

Much is being written on the subject of trade after 
the war. Many suggestions of a more or less prac
tical nature are daily being made and various pet 
theories are aired with a persistency which sometimes 
commands respect even if it does not always carry 
conviction. The truth is that the problems connected 
with trade after the war are exceedingly intricate, and 
piecemeal discussion of individual aspects is of little 
practical value. Wha t is wanted is the immediate 
examination of the problem as a whole by a thor
oughly representative and impartial body, and it is 
here that the lack of a Ministry of Commerce in this 
country is a distinct loss to the nation. In the mean
time Chambers of Commerce are doing their best to 
inquire into the question and to give a lead to the 
Government. The Council of the London Chamber of 
Commerce has already discussed, at a special meeting, 
a number of proposals, and has appointed a special 
committee to examine and report thereon. It has also 
decided to organise a competition, by means of essays, 
designed to show the best method of securing recipro
cal relations between the British Empire and her Allies. 
The Textile Trade Section of the Chamber is institu
ting a special inquiry in the trade as to whether the 

sale of enemy goods should be restricted in this coun
try after the war, and, if so, the best means of achiev
ing such restriction. Similarly the Executive Council 
of the Association of Chambers of Commerce have dis
cussed the subject and have already warned the 
Government that Germany may, on the conclusion of 
peace, pour into this country large quantites of manu
factured goods, at low prces, in competition with the 
products of our working people, depriving them of a 
market and thereby reducing employment. The Execu
tive think—and as to this all will readily agree—that 
the Government should be prepared well in advance 
with a considered and matured plan to prevent unem
ployment caused by the action of German manufac
turers and to secure continuity of business for those 
who have undertaken enterprises with the hope of 
obtaining a portion of the trade formerly done in com
petition with British subjects by those countries with 
whom we are at present at war. That German goods 
will, perhaps by the aid of export bonuses, be 
" d u m p e d " upon the world's markets when peace is 
declared seems to be widely anticipated. Such "dump
i n g " is even feared in the United States, where the 
Government has already studied the "an t i -dumping" 
legislation in some of the British Dominions and the 
Secretary of Commerce has declared that "unfair com
petition from abroad will not be permitted to injure 
a legitimate American indust ry ." In Germany, as is 
only to be expected, the whole question is being con
sidered in all its aspects with that " t h o r o u g h n e s s " 
in matters commercial which has always characterised 
the German business man, and arrangements are said 
to have been completed for an economic and com
mercial union between Germany and Austria-Hungary, 
with, ultimately, free trade between them. Under 
these circumstances it is essential that the British 
Government should have a settled policy before the 
feared mischief begins and not—as has too often been 
the case in the past—wait until the horse is stolen 
before an effort is made to lock the stable door. Private 
effort and enterprise can achieve much and the views 
of business men, expressed through their Chambers of 
Commerce and kindred organisations, are of great 
value, but on a matter such as this the Government, 
and the Government alone, can in the last resort take 
what steps may be found necessary to protect the in
terests of the nation as a whole.—Chamber of Com
merce Journal. 

ADULTERATION OF MILK AND CREAM. 

Cream and milk may be adulterated and fraudulently 
sold in several ways. The Monthly Bulletin of the 
Department of Health of the City of New York for June, 
1915, enumerates the following:— 

" M i l k is adulterated and fraudulently affected:—(1) 
By the addition of water, thereby reducing the percentage 
of all valuable ingredients.—(2) By skimming or remov
ing cream, wholly or in part , thereby abstracting one of 
the most valuable constituents, the butter-fat.—(3) By 
both skimming and watering, which is a double fraud.— 
(4) By milking of cows too close to, or too soon after, 
calving, thereby making the milk unwholesome.—(5) By 
drawing milk from cows which have been fed upon im
proper o r unwholesome food.—(6) By using milk from 
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cows which are kept under insanitary conditions.—(7) 
If milk is produced under insanitary conditions, either 
by unclean hands, in milking from manure bespattered 
udders, or collected, kept, held, or shipped in unclean 
receptacles, or if not properly cooled after milking, or 
if not kept at a proper temperature, in and after ship
ment, an unusually large number of bacteria are de
veloped.—(8) If milk is drawn from cows who are not 
in a healthy condition, but suffer from diseases, such as 
tuberculosis, foot-and-mouth disease, actinomycosis, 
etc.—(9) If milk has been produced in violation of any 
municipal, state, or national law.—(10) If milk is not 
properly labelled, so as to indicate the proper grade or 
the proper source; or any other violation of laws and 
regulations relating to the handling, shipping and deal
ing in milk."—Bulletin No. 21 , North Dakota Food 
Department, October, 1915. 

THE SALE OF MILK REGULATIONS. 
The following circular letter (No. A 202

c) has been 
forwarded by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
to the Clerks of Authorities administering The Sale of 
Food and Drugs Ac t s :— 

BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES, 
W H I T E H A L L PLACE, 

LONDON, S .W. 
29th November, 1915. 

SIR, 
The President of the Board of Agriculture and 

Fisheries has recently had under consideration repre
sentations as to difficulties and hardship experienced by 
milk producers as the result of the administration by 
Local Authorities of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts 
with respect to the sale of milk. 

The Sale of Milk Regulations provide that milk 
which falls below the specified limits shall be presumed 
to be adulterated, but, though the Regulations make it 
necessary for a Court of law to hold, until the contrary 
is proved, that such milk is adulterated, it does not 
necessarily follow that it is in the interest of the con
sumer or fair to the producer that a Local Authority 
should direct a prosecution in every case on the mere 
prima facie evidence resulting from the analysis and the 
Regulations. 

It is now well known that, while the average compo
sition of the day 's milk of a herd of cows is fairly con
stant, and is of a quality that would seldom expose 
producers to risk of prosecution, the variation between 
the composition of the morning 's and the evening's 
milk may be considerable, particularly where the 
periods of milking are widely uneven, with the result 
that the mixed milk of a herd of cows will from time 
to time contain less than 3 per cent. of butter fat. In 
the case of an individual cow, wide variations in the 
quality of the milk will temporarily occur, and if such 
milk is not mixed, or mixed with the milk of only three 
or four animals, the analysis may disclose less than 3 
per cent. of butter fat. 

Lord Selborne suggests, therefore, that before pro
ceedings are instituted on analytical evidence there 
should be a preliminary investigation by an officer of 
the Local Authority, or that the milk producer should 
be given an opportunity of making any explanation or 
representation which he has to offer. 

In some cases a sample of milk is taken at the farm 
immediately after the cows have been milked, in the 
presence of the officers of the Local Authority, and if 
the result of the analysis corresponds with that of the 
original sample no further action is considered neces
sary. 

The principle of thus comparing the original sample 
with a sample of a corresponding milking on the farm 
has been adopted in the Milk and Dairies (Consolida
tion) Act of this session, the operation of which is at 
present suspended. 

Lord Selborne recognises that it is not possible to 
adopt the same procedure in all localities, but com
mends the foregoing observations to the consideration 
of Local Authorities with a view to preventing the pro
secution of innocent persons. 

I am, Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 

The Clerk SYDNEY OLIVIER, 
to the Local Authority. Secretary. 

THE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE'S CIRCULAR. 

At a meeting of the Council of the Royal Borough of 
Kensington on the 21st December, ALDERMAN A. G. 
MCARTHUR, J .P . , Chairman of the Public Health Com-
miteee, brought up a report as follows:— 

" W e have had before us a letter from the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries stating that the President of 
the Board has recently had under consideration repre
sentations as to the difficulties and hardships experi
enced by milk producers as the result of administration 
by Local Authorities of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Acts with respect to the sale of milk, and suggesting 
that before proceedings are instituted on analytical 
evidence as to the presence of less than 3 per cent. of 
butter fat, as required by the Sale of Milk Regulations, 
1901, there should be a preliminary investigation by an 
officer of the Local Authority, or that the milk pro
ducer should be given an opportunity of making any 
representations or explanation which he has to offer. 

" W e would point out that suggestions similar to 
those embodied in the communication from the Board 
of Agriculture and Fisheries were contained in circular 
letters issued by the Board on the 28th December, 1901, 
and the 27th March, 1905. In connection with the 
latter of these two communications the Council had 
before them a joint report from the Public Analyst and 
the Medical Officer of Health for the Borough, in which 
attention was called to the inconsistency of the views 
expressed by the Board with the Sale of Milk Regula
tions, 1901, framed by the Board, to the fact that the 
standards laid down in such Regulations were minimum 
standards, and also to the fact that in the absence of 
' specia l circumstances indicating the commission of 
f r a u d ' the vendor of every adulterated sample col
lected for analysis in the Borough during a given year 
might have been afforded an opportunity of submitting 
any explanation which he might have desired to offer 
on the condition of the impugned samples. 

" A p a r t from the inconvenience which would un
doubtedly be caused on occasion if the suggestions of 
the Board were adopted, owing to the time limit of 
twenty-eight days imposed by the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1899, we consider that it would be unfair 
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to impose upon the Council the duty of conducting a 
preliminary judicial investigation in every case of milk 
adulteration, and we feel, moreover, that any sugges
tions having this end in view must reflect upon the 
soundness of the basis upon which the Sale of Milk 
Regulations rest. Moreover, each case in which legal 
proceedings were eventually instituted would, under the 
suggested regime, be carried to the Court prejudged, 
the Council having been allotted the double role of 
judge and prosecutor. From the vendor's point of 
view alone nothing could be more unjust, for should 
the unfortunate vendor refuse to make any explanation 
he would appear in Court as a man whose conduct 
would not bear investigation, whereas should he appear 
before the Council or its duly appointed Committee, 
and fail to convince them of his innocence, every argu
ment and every fact which he submitted to the Coun
cil or Committee could be used against him, either in 
cross-examination or in evidence, at the hearing of the 
case by the Justices. 

" T h e Board, in their circular letter of 1901, stated 
that ' t h e limits below which a presumption is raised 
that the milk is not genuine were necessarily fixed at 
figures lower than those which are usually afforded by 
genuine milk, ' and, further, that ' t h e evidence given 
before the Milk Regulations Committee (Cd. 491), 
tended to show that the practice of fraudulently mixing 
separated milk with new milk has become increasingly 
prevalent '—a statement which, as far as is known, not 
having been controverted, made (and still makes) the 
Board's recommendations all the more inexplicable. 

" I n their circular letter of 1905 the Board called 
attention to the desirability that farmers, dairymen and 
all other cowkeepers should have samples of the milk 
of their cows tested from time to time so as to enable 
them to guard against the effects of seasonal and other 
variations in the quantity of milk-fat contained in the 
milk. If this course were adopted — and producers 
know when to expect ' seasonal and other variations ' 
and how to correct them—it is not likely in the opinion 
of the Council that genuine milk would be vended of a 
quality below the official standard. 

" W e recommend— 
" T h a t a communication be addressed to the Board 

of Agriculture and Fisheries on the foregoing 
lines, and that the Board be informed that the 
course which they suggest does not recommend 
itself to the Council as having been conceived 
in the interests of the consumers or of the public 
health, and that the Council do not therefore feel 
justified in adopting such a course in the light 
of the facts at present within their knowledge." 

The report and recommendations were adopted by 
the Borough Council. 

COMMERCE AND RECRUITING. 

Great Britain in the present war is expected to keep 
the seas, to throw a large army into the field, and to 
help to finance and equip, not only ourselves but, to a 
large extent, our Allies. It is justly pointed out that 
we can do the first and second, or the first and third, 
but we cannot do all three, because in order to finance 
the war and provide huge quantities of munitions and 
equipment it is essential, as far as possible, to keep 

our factories running and to maintain commerce. To 
state that the commerce and industry of the country 
cannot be conducted entirely with the aid of women and 
greybeards is to emphasise the obvious. Hence the ques
tion of the recruiting of men of military age engaged 
in office and commercial employment is one of no little 
importance. Lord Derby has appealed to employers to 
release such men for the national service, and that 
appeal has in general been loyally responded to. The 
London Chamber of Commerce, in particular, has real
ised the importance of the appeal and is giving it every 
support, bearing in mind the admitted need for main
taining the general, and especially the export, trade of 
the country. With a view to ascertaining how far it 
is possible for employers to assist in releasing eligible 
men for the forces, and in removing difficulties arising 
therefrom, a questionnaire was sent to the members of 
the Chamber. From the large number of replies re
ceived, some interesting and important considerations 
emerged, and were submitted to Lord Derby for his 
observations. T o begin with, it appears that the pro
posal to substitute female for male labour in offices 
has been largely anticipated, female labour being at 
present employed to the extent of about 38 per cent. 
of the total employees, and many firms are willing fur
ther to replace men by women where it is practicable 
to do so. Approximately 50 per cent. of the employees 
of military age have already enlisted and the employers 
arc willing that, in the aggregate , nearly half of those 
remaining should also be released for service, provided 
that certain men who cannot be replaced at present by 
either male or female labour can be retained or kept in 
reserve until the latest possible moment. It is exactly 
here that difficulty is experienced. As is well known, 
local tribunals are being set up to decide who is, or is 
not, indispensable. Such tribunals should get to work 
without delay and should include members having prac
tical business knowledge so as to enable them to deter
mine whether or not a man is indispensable, while it 
would obviously be an advantage if applicants could be 
heard in the localities where their business is situated 
and not necessarily in the districts in which they reside. 
In this connection Lord Derby has informed the Cham
ber that the military representative in each area will 
have to asist him an Advisory Committee composed 
of persons conversant with the interests both of em
ployers and employed in the locality, and that, with 
regard to cases being dealt with in the district where 
the business is carried on, the Corporation of the City 
of London has set up a local tribunal where city cases 
will be dealt with. There appears to be considerable 
doubt as to whether employees certified as indispen-
sable by their employers may enlist and return tempor-
arily to their occupations on the understanding that 
their employers, with their consent, may appeal to the 
tribunals for exemption or deferred grouping. Further, 
the fact that men considered by their employers to be 
indispensable must enlist before their cases can be 
considered by the new tribunals is also a sourse of diffi
culty, as a large number of such employees who wish, 
if possible, to join particular regiments, are not dis
posed to wait longer before enlisting, with the result 
that considerable hindrance to business has already 
been experienced. On the foregoing points Lord Derby 
states that where a claim for the postponement of the 
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calling up of a man has been sent in, he will not be 
called up until the claim has been decided, and adds 
that " i t is important that employers should urge upon 
their men, whom they consider indispensable, to join 
the army by being attested for the Army Reserve, so 
that they may immediately return to their civil occu
pation until they are called up for actual service. If 
men enlist in the Regular Army or the Territorials for 
immediate service it is impossible for the local tribunals 
to deal with any question about t hem." In the case of 
principals in private firms and directors of companies 
who are of military age, it may often happen that , if 
their services were withdrawn, a business would cease 
to exist, which, especially in the export trade, would 
be injurious to the interests of the country as a whole. 
It is also obvious that employers with long leases on 
their property and other business obligations, require 
more time to settle their affairs than is the case with 
employees. It is surely not unreasonable, therefore, 
that employers of military age should not be required 
to submit to attestation before their circumstances are 
considered by the tribunals, and it may be hoped that 
the authorities will see their way to meet the difficulties 
in this connection.—Chamber of Commerce Journal. 

FOOD POISONING. 

At a Joint Sessional Meeting of the Royal Sanitary 
Insti tute and the Yorkshire Branch of the Society of 
Medical Officers of Health, held at Ripon on November 
12th, Dr. WILLIAM ANGUS, Acting Medical Officer of 
Health for Leeds, contributed a paper entitled 
" N o t e s on an Outbreak of Food Poisoning." The 
outbreak to which Dr. ANGUS ' paper referred occurred 
in the Woodhouse district of Leeds in May, 1915, and 
was attributed to the consumption of pies from the 
shop of a pork butcher in the district. Of 173 persons 
who partook of the pies, 154, or 89 per cent., suffered 
from poisoning. The fact that 19 persons suffered no 
ill-effects, observed Dr. ANGUS, did not discount the 
evidence in favour of the pies being the source of in
fection. On the contrary, 89 per cent. was a high 
infectivity rate, considering that the food was con
sumed on the day it was cooked, and that practically all 
the pies were traced. The only fatal case was that of 
a boy of about 16 years. T h e post-mortem signs were 
those of very acute inflammation. Professor LEYTON, 
of the Leeds Medical School, came to the conclusion, 
after bacteriological examination, that a " G a e r t n e r -
l i k e " organism was present in the suspected pork pie, 
and that the non-fatal cases had been infected by the 
same organism. It appeared that the contamination 
took place in the course of preparing the meat for the 
pies. While the pies were cooling gravy was poured 
in. On this occasion the gravy consisted of a liquid in 
which the p igs ' feet and hamkins from the pigs used 
during the week had been boiled. The gravy had been 
kept overnight in an enamelled iron pail in the cellar, 
and warmed up for use. Dr. ANGUS said he was 
satisfied that it was the gravy which first became con
taminated and infected the pies. I ts composition was 
ideal as a culture medium for organisms, and the 
weather conditions were such as to favour rapid 
growth. The most probable extraneous source of 
infection was dust from the street. Boiling the gravy 

would not destroy toxin already formed, and, besides, 
the boiling was apt to degenerate into a mere warm
ing up. In conclusion, Dr . ANGUS urged that there 
ought to be statutory powers for the supervision of all 
places where food is prepared for human consumption, 
and power to make and enforce such regulations as 
are necessary to ensure cleanliness. 

In the course of discussion the Chairman, Lt.-Col. 
H. R. KENWOOD, R.A.M.C. , said that the specific or
ganism found in this case was not the true Gaertner 
bacillus, and he had been struck by the fact that in 
outbreaks of this kind which had been recorded during 
the past fifteen years that had been the rule rather than 
the exception. Mentioning an outbreak which occurred 
in Lancashire in 1898, he remarked that the organism 
seemed to have been closely related in its cultural re
actions to the organism responsible for the Leeds out
break. In these matters science was in advance of 
their practice; bacteriology had pointed out the way and 
they had not followed. A great deal of food-poisoning 
went on in the community, sporadic, isolated cases, and 
it was only recently that they had had an outbreak that 
had caused some stir. Notification by medical men of 
cases of food-poisoning was a very sound and proper 
course of action, and he proposed as a resolution that 
all places where food is prepared for sale should be re
quired to be registered by the local sanitary authori ty; 
that such places should be brought within the operation 
of suitable by-laws, and that it is desirable in the public 
interest to obtain the notification by medical men to the 
sanitary authority of outbreaks of food-poisoning. This 
resolution was seconded by Dr. W . D. JEFFERSON, 
Medical Officer of Health for Ripon, and was carried 
unanimously. 

SANITARY INSPECTORS' CONFERENCE. 

The twenty-ninth yearly Conference of the Sanitary 
Inspectors ' Association was opened in Carpenters ' Hall 
on October 29th. It brought together more than 160 
delegates from all parts of the Kingdom, and the morn
ing proceedings were attended by the 2nd London Sani
tary Company of the R.A.M.C. and part of the 1st. 

SIR JAMES CRICHTON-BROWNE, delivering his presiden
tial address, said that when the history of the present 
war came to be written its moral would probably be 
that this country had been saved by sanitation. It was 
to be noted that the number of rejections from the Army 
on account of physical or mental defects was propor
tionately much higher in Germany, Austria, Russia and 
Spain than in England, sanitation being considerably 
less advanced in the former countries than here. Our 
men at the Front were, moreover, supported by the 
constant tokens they received of the pride and affection 
with which they were regarded in the homeland. That 
was the way in which we could do something for mental 
hygiene in the war. 

Clean Milk: Suggestions for Farmers and Others. 
M R . W I L F R I D BUCKLEY, of Basingstoke, Chairman of 

the National Clean Milk Society, said that, compara
tively speaking, the milk now delivered to the public 
was carelessly handled throughout its progress from the 
cow to the consumer, with contamination as the result. 
At the last moment it was strained in order that the 
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undissolved filth should be removed and not offend the 
customer 's eye. It was then dyed by the addition of 
annatto to comply with the ignorant demand for yellow 
milk, that colour being supposed to guarantee the pres
ence of cream. No attention whatever was given to 
hygienic value. The production and distribution of 
milk needed reformation. 

The farmer should maintain a healthy herd. The 
animals should always be groomed immediately before 
being milked, the hair on the udders should be kept 
clipped short, and the udder itself should be wiped 
with a clean, damp cloth before milking. The em
ployees should be regularly examined by a doctor, and 
should be of a sufficiently intelligent class to understand 
the care and the reason for the care necessary in care
ful handling of milk. They should milk with clean, 
dry hands, and should wear clean overalls and caps, 
taking care to touch the cow with the head as little as 
possible, and should immediately remove the milk of 
one cow from the cowshed before milking the next 
animal. The cowsheds should be so constructed that it 
would not be difficult to keep them clean. The type of 
bucket used should be that with a hood instead of that 
invariably used in this country and apparently designed 
so that any falling dirt or hair should fall into the milk. 
After leaving the cow-barn the milk should immediately 
be cooled to as low a temperature as possible, and then 
poured into the receptacles in which it was to be sent 
away. A special room should be kept for this work 
of handling the milk. If churns were used great care 
should be taken as to the type selected. By far the 
better way of transporting milk was to bottle it on the 
farm, the bottles being sealed and not opened again 
before being placed on the consumer's table. All rail
ways should provide refrigerated vans used only for the 
transportation of milk. It should be illegal to open the 
churns at a n y t i m e whilst in transit between the farm 
and the dairy to which it was consigned. All milk not 
bottled on the farm should be bottled at the distributing 
dairy, and it should be made a criminal offence, as in 
the city of New York, to pour milk from a churn into a 
bottle in the street. 

Certificates, Tuberculosis, and Score Cards. 
Milk shops should be licensed, and the licence should 

designate the grade of milk sold, which should be 
clearly marked on each milk container, whether churn 
or bottle. The new Milk and Dairies Bill that would 
come into force after the expiration of the war pro
vided for certified milk, but it was a great pity that it 
did not make provision for at least one other grade, as 
certified milk would be too expensive to be used very 
extensively, although it would be the means of setting 
up an invaluable educational standard. 

While extremely little attention was now given to 
cleanliness of milk, some notice was taken of the tuber
culosis question, which was relatively of less import
ance. The Tuberculosis Order provided for the slaugh
ter of cows suffering from tuberculosis of the udder, 
or from emaciation, a large part of the expense to be 
borne by the ratepayer or taxpayer. This dealt only 
with cows in extremis, and did not strike at the root 
of the trouble. If the Board of Agriculture could be 
prevailed upon to help farmers to free their herds from 
tubercular cows, as was done by the Board of Agricul

ture in America, and to give some form of renewable 
certificate to those having a tubercle-free herd, such 
farmers would be able to command a higher price for 
their milk. This system would encourage the farmer 
to stamp out tuberculosis, and would help to provide 
the public with tubercle-free milk at no expense to the 
nation. At present about 10 per cent. of the milk 
offered to the public contains tubercle. 

In America the score card system used by Inspectors 
encouraged and educated the farmer by demonstrating 
without annoyance how he could improve his methods 
or equipment. The National Clean Milk Society pub
lished in March a score-card pamphlet for dairy farms, 
which has already been made use of by the cities of 
Bradford and Birmingham, and by Reading University 
College and the Agricultural Organisation Society, and 
which would very shortly be adopted by other enter
prising cities and communities. It would also shortly 
publish a score-card for retail dairy shops. The Society 
was taking steps to induce railway companies to take 
reasonable rates for the transportation of milk in 
bottles, and to provide refrigerated vans for milk. Be
fore long, he hoped, he would open a register for herds
men proficient in clean milk production. The scope for 
the Society's activities was boundless, and would only 
be limited by the extent of its financial resources. 

In the discussion that followed M R . BUCKLEY'S state
ment, general approval of the Society's object was ex
pressed, but two or three speakers held that the evil 
had been exaggerated.—Morning Post Report. 

PATENT AND PROPRIETARY MEDICINES. 

The North Dakota Food Department has repeatedly 
called attention to the fact that patent and proprietary 
medicines are among the worst regulated products on 
sale. Many of the so-called patent medicines are en
tirely worthless—they are even dangerous to the users 
of the same—and it is noteworthy that the American 
Public Health Association a t its annual meeting at Roch
ester, New York, passed the following resolution: 
" W H E R E A S , The widespread use of and traffic in 
patent medicines and secret nostrums constitute a grave 
menace to the public health, and—" W H E R E A S , Such 
patent medicines and nostrums, because of the deceptive 
advertising regularly employed in promoting their sale, 
consistently oppose the influences seeking to educate the 
public to a better understanding of the nature, causes 
and proper treatment of disease, and—" W H E R E A S , 
The bulwark of this traffic is secrecy and mystery,— 
" B E I T R E S O L V E D , That the American Public Health 
Association oppose the sale of patent medicines and nos
trums whose constituents are unknown to the health 
authorit ies; and—" BE IT F U R T H E R R E S O L V E D , 
That this Association heartily endorse the ordinance of 
the New York City Department of Health, requiring the 
manufacturers of proprietary remedies, sold without a 
physician's prescription, to file with the Department a 
statement of their active constituents and therapeutic 
claims, and—" BE I T F U R T H E R R E S O L V E D , Tha t 
this Association recommend to other municipalities the 
adoption of this or similar measures for the proper safe
guarding of the public heal th ."—North Dakota Bulletin 
No. 21 . 
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VARIOUS "COFFEES." 

Recent paragraphs in daily newspapers illustrating 
the " a c o r n " harvest in France and Germany remind 
us that the use of acorns except for feeding pigs has 
been quite forgotten in this country. There is no evi
dence that much has been lost by the forgetfulncss that 
was worth retaining, but " c o f f e e " made from acorns 
seems at one time to have been a popular beverage. The 
following note upon "Acorn Coffee," published by Mr. 
G. FRANCIS, F .L .S . , in 1848, has been sent to us by a 
correspondent. " T h i s is one of the best substitutes for 
coffee, and is much used in Germany. The acorns are 
sholled, split, dried, and roasted like coffee. When 
taken out of the roaster a little piece of butter is put 
over them. This substitute for coffee may be used alone 
or with real coffee. . . . Although acorns in their 
raw state are very astringent, yet they lose this when 
roasted. They are also in some respects to be preferred 
to coffee, having none of the drying Malthusian proper
ties attributed to that be r ry . " The late Mr. ROBERT 
BENTLEY, M.R.C.S . , F .L .S . , the well-known botanist, 
however, many years afterwards suggested that acorns 
might be sometimes harmful, at all events to cattle. 
Mr. FRANCIS adds that the following " c o f f e e s " have 
been found to have various meri ts : Currant coffee from 
currant seeds, " E g y p t i a n ' ' . coffee from chick peas, 
" A m e r i c a n " coffee from maize soaked in liquorice 
water, holly coffee from the berries, broom coffee from 
the seeds, rice coffee, succory coffee from succory roots, 
" F r e n c h " coffee from dandelion roots, Rosetta coffee 
from the seeds of " f e n n a g r e e , " rye coffee, iris coffee 
from the seeds of the yellow water-flag, and sassafras 
coffee from the sassafras nut, dried, roasted, and 
ground. As a contrast to those coffees Miss ELIZABETH 
ACTON, in one of her popular books half a century ago, 
gave a gorgeous recipe upon which she recommended 
that coffee for soldiers should be made : " C a f é à la Mili-
ta i re : Make some coffee as s t rong and as clear as possi
ble. Sweeten it in the cup with white sugar almost to 
syrup, then pour brandy on the top gently over a spoon 
and set fire to it with a lighted paper and when the spirit 
is in part consumed blow out the flame and drink quickly 
quite h o t . " " T h e Chemistry of a Cup of Coffee" was 
published in T H E LANCET of Nov. 29th, 1913, p. 1, 563, 
and may interest those who wish to compare the substi
tute with the natural product.—The Lancet. 

HYDROCYANIC ACID FROM HARICOT BEANS. 
BY HERBERT BLAIR. 

Towards the latter end of March, Mr. Armstrong, 
the assistant dispenser to the Hospital for Sick Chil
dren, Newcastle-on-Tyne, purchased some haricot 
beans (Phaseolus lunatus) from a small shop, for which 
he paid 2d. per 1b. Some of these were being prepared 
by steeping over-night for use the next day, and, to 
aid the process, the covered pan was placed upon the 
kitchen range. Upon opening the lid the following day 
a strong odour of hydrocyanic acid was observed. The 
beans were then boiled and eaten without ill effect. 
Some of the beans were submitted to me for analysis, 
with the following resu l t s :— 

Percentage Composition. 
Water at 100° C. ... ... ... 
Ash ... ... ... ... 
Fat ... ... ... ... 
Fibre, etc. ... ... ... ... 
Albuminoids (N x 63) ... ... 
Carbohydrates by difference ... ... 

12·80 
3·75 
1·86 
4·58 

19·05 
57·96 

100 00 

The hydrocyanic acid was generated from 1·00 Gm. 
of ground beans by maceration in water at 45° C., the 
acid washed out by passing a current of pure hydro
gen at the rate of 10 litres per hour, and absorbing 
in dilute K O H solution. The amounts in the several 
time fractions are given be low:— 

HCN in Fractions of a 
Time in minutes. Milligramme. 

27 rains ... ... ... ... 0·025 Mg. 
49 ,, ... ... ... ... 0·050 ,, 
87 ,, ... ... ... ... 0·080 ,, 

117 ,, ... ... ... ... 0 100 ,, 
198 ,, ... ... ... ... 0·120 ,, 
35S ,, ... ... ... ... 0·160 ,, 

I think this sample interesting, because it is not 
generally thought that haricot beans contain glucoside 
and enzyme in sufficient quantity to manifest them
selves to any extent.—Pharmaceutical journal. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD: ANNUAL REPORT. 

Inspection of Foods. 

(Continued). 

R I C E . 
Of 980 samples of rice examined as many as 119, or 

over 12 per cent., were reported against, generally 
for the addition of mineral matter (talc) in varying 
quantities. 

D R I E D F R U I T . 
Of dried fruit 80 samples were taken and a number 

were found to contain sulphites used for bleaching and 
preservative purposes. 

VINEGAR. 
Of 1,077 samples of vinegar examined 179, or 16·6 

per cent., were condemned. 314 of these were sold as 
malt vinegar and 19 were condemned. Of 763 other 
samples 160, or 21 per cent., were reported against. 
There were in all 42 convictions. 

T E A . 
Of the 430 samples of tea examined by Public 

Analysts during the past year not one was condemned. 
FOREIGN MEAT AND UNSOUND F O O D REGULATIONS. 

The inspection of foodstuffs imported into this 
country is governed by the Unsound Food (First Series) 
Regulations, 1908, the Foreign Meat Regulations, 1908, 
and the Foreign Meat (Amending) Regulations, 1909, 
framed under the provisions of the Public Health (Regu
lations as to Food) Act, 1907. Under these regulations 
inspection is made at the port of entry by the port 
and riparian sanitary authorities with the co-operation 
of the officers of customs. 

The Unsound Food Regulations provide that articles 
of food found to be unsound, unwholesome or unfit for 
human food may be condemned by a justice, or, 
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alternatively, removed under proper safeguards by the 
importer. The regulations have been the means of 
stopping at the port of entry much unsound food which 
would otherwise have been sold for human consumption, 
and, speaking generally, they have worked smoothly, 
and importers have recognised the justice of the 
decisions under them. 

Formaldehyde in Meat. 
Throughout the year the Board has kept under 

observation meat imported into this country from 
Argentina which has been treated with formaldehyde by 
means of the " L i n l e y " process, samples being taken 
from time to time and examined. 

Actinomycosis. 
About the middle of the year the examination of 

frozen ox-tongucs arriving at Liverpool from Argentina 
revealed the presence of a diseased condition, which, 
on further investigation, was found to be mainly due 
to actinomycosis. A similar state of things was found 
in tongues arriving at London. The matter was brought 
to the attention of the Argentine authorities, with the 
result that the more recently imported tongues have 
been found freer from disease. 

PARLIAMENTARY. 

BULLY BEEF FOR TROOPS. 
Alleged Excess of Salt. 

In the House of Commons on November 24th, Mr. 
C. W A S O N asked the Financial Secretary to the W a r 
Office on what authority it was asserted that the three-
quarter pound tins of bully beef were available for 
immediate use ; and if he had received representations 
that the beef was so salt that it was uneatable until 
cleared of the brine. 

Mr. H. W . F O R S T E R : The statement referred to was 
made on the authority of the officers responsible, and 
represents the facts. No official representations have 
been made to the W a r Office that the beef is so salt as 
to be uneatable. The specification, on the contrary, lays 
down that there shall not be an excess of salt, and the 
manufacture is carried out under expert medical super
vision. I have eaten some of the beef myself, and it is 
excellent. I invite my hon. friend to taste it for him
self. 

Mr. W A S O N : Will the hon. gentleman take the evi
dence of New Zealand soldiers that the meat served 
to our troops in Gallipoli is absolutely uneatable, and 
is so salt that it has caused much sickness? 

Mr. C R O O K S : Cannot a sample of this beef be put in 
the drinking bar? 

Mr. F O R S T E R : I will consider that. It would have to 
be inspected very quickly. Wi th regard to the com
plaints made by Mr. Wason, if there is any reasonable 
ground even for suspicion that there is anything the 
matter with the food we will have the most searching 
inquiry made. I can only say that no complaint of the 
kind has reached the W a r Office from any responsible 
officer, and I think there must be some misunderstand
ing on the matter. 

LAW REPORTS. 

MILK. 
Workhouse Milk Supply. Case Remitted from King's 

Bench. Conviction. 
In the Belfast Summons Court on November 8th, 

before Messrs. W . G. Duff, R.M., and other magis
trates, William Jones, of Ballyutoag, Ligoniel, was 
summoned at the instance of the Belfast Board of 
Guardians for having on April 22nd sold to the com
plainants at the Union Workhouse milk which was not 
of the nature, substance, and quality of the article 
demanded by the purchasers. The milk was certified 
by the Public Analyst to contain 1·1 per cent., of 
extraneous water and to be deficient in fatty solids to 
the extent of 8·6 per cent. The case had been before 
the King ' s Bench and had been sent back for re-hear
ing.—Mr. Hugh Harper appeared for the Guardians, 
and the defendant was represented by Mr. John 
Graham.—Mr. Harper said that the defendant was a 
milkman, and had a contract with the Guardians to 
supply them with milk from day to day. On the 22nd 
April the master of the Workhouse took a sample which 
was found not to be of the nature, substance, and 
quality demanded by the Guardians, and a summons 
was accordingly issued against Jones. The magis
trates came to the conclusion that the milk supplied had 
not been adulterated, and that it had been supplied 
actually as it had come from the cow. They said 
that they had not to deal with the question of contract 
between the Guardians and the contractor, and they 
accordingly dismissed the case. It was a novel ques
tion that had never been the subject of argument 
whether the contractor was bound to supply milk of 
the standard fixed by the contract, and whether if he did 
not he was subject to the provisions of Section 6 of the 
Act of 1875. Proceeding, he said that a case was stated 
for the King's Bench Division, and came before the 
Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Boyd, who decided 
that the justices were not correct in their determina
tion dismissing the complaint, and ordered that the 
case should be remitted to the magistrates for re-hear
ing, with a direction from the Court that if the 
justices were satisfied that the quality of the milk was 
deficient having regard to the standard set by the con
tract it was their duty to convict, and it was ordered 
that defendant should pay the Guardians their costs 
when taxed and ascertained by the proper officer.—The 
Resident Magi s t r a t e : No doubt the milk was not up to 
the contract, and we have no option but to convict, as 
far as I can see.—Mr. Graham argued that in this par
ticular case a fair sample of milk had not been taken. 
There was a contract to supply a particular quantity 
daily, and notwithstanding the fact that it was supplied 
in three cans the sample was only taken from one— 

and that particular receptacle, as had been pointed out 
on the previous occasion, contained the milk of a 
newly-calved cow, which milk was not so good or so 
strong as the rest. But the contract was to deliver 70 
gallons of milk, and he contended that a sample, to be 
fair, must be taken from the entire quantity and not 
from only a small portion of it. When their Worships 
found that the twelve gallons from which the sample 
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had been taken had not been adulterated he thought it 
might reasonably be assumed that the milk in the other 
cans was in accordance with or above the standard.— 
Mr. Harper submitted that the Guardians were entitled 
to proceed on the sample taken from one of the cans. 
The defendant supplied the milk in three cans for his 
own convenience. The Guardians, he said, were not 
bound to provide a big receptacle, and he contended 
that the sample had been correctly taken. — After 
further argument, the Resident Magistrate announced 
that the majority of the Bench were in favour of a small 
penalty. The defendant would be fined 1s., with costs. 

MILK. 
50 per cent. Deficiency in Fat ty Solids. 

At the Chelmsford Police Court on November 26th, 
Edmund Tucker, dairyman, of the Home Farm, 
Ramsay, was summoned for selling milk to the preju
dice of the purchaser at Chelmsford on October 10th. 
Mr. P . J. Ward (Messrs. Hilliard and Ward) appeared 
for the defendant, and said that he would admit the 
offence, but would like to lay certain facts before the 
Court.—Mr. Arthur Horsnell, Inspector under the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Acts, said that his assistant took a 
sample of milk from George Cheek, who was in the 
defendant's employment, at 6.30 on Sunday morning, 
October 10th. It was taken from a six quart can in 
which there were only three pints of milk at the time. 
The certificate of the Public Analyst showed that the 
sample of milk was deficient in fatty solids to the extent 
of fifty per cent.—Mr. Herbert Ridgwell, assistant to 
Inspector Horsnell, said that after he had been served 
by Cheek from the can there were two pints left.—In 
reply to Mr. Ward , witness said that before serving 
him Cheek wanted to fill up the can from the churn that 
was on the barrow, but witness preferred to take the 
milk from what was left in the can. The churn had a 
tap at the bottom. If the churn was left standing full 
of milk all night and not stirred or plunged he would 
not be surprised if milk drawn from it would show some 
deficiency in fatty solids, but he thought it would also 
show negligence. — Mr. W a r d called a man named 
Mellor, who said he acted as foreman for Evans, the 
manager at Tucker 's dairy at Chelmsford. Witness 
said that on Saturday, October 9th, the milk came into 
the dairy between six and seven o'clock in the evening. 
The next morning he arrived at the dairy about three-
quarters of an hour late and found this particular churn 
gone. Had he been in time he should have plunged 
the milk before letting the churn go out. This churn 
had a tap at the bottom from which the milk was drawn. 
George Cheek, aged 18, said that October 10th was the 
first time he took the milk out. He had previously 
been in an engineer's shop, and knew nothing about 
milk. On this Sunday morning the manager was ill in 
bed. Nothing was said to him about stirring the milk. 
He asked the Inspector's assistant to be allowed to fill 
up the can from the churn as he did not think there was 
enough milk in the can to serve him.—Arthur Evans, 
manager to the defendant, said that at the time he was 
ill in bed with pneumonia and pleurisy. The milk was 
supplied by a local farmer, and it was customary to 
have a guarantee with it. He had had a lot of trouble 
in get t ing labour.—Mr. W a r d said it had been shown 

that there was a most unfortunate omission. Un
doubtedly the sample sold was practically skimmed 
milk, but there had been no dishonesty. No doubt it 
would come before the Bench that Tucker had been 
previously fined. On that occasion the sample was 
taken from a man named Holloway, who obtained a 
position with Tucker with what turned out to be forged 
references, and who was a rogue.—Inspector Horsnell 
said that he could substantiate the statement that the 
man Holloway obtained his situation with Tucker by 
means of forged references, and undoubedly the man 
was a rogue. Since July, 1914, three samples of the 
defendant 's milk had been taken which had proved to 
be genuine.—The Mayor (Alderman G. W . Taylor) 
said that 50 per cent. deficiency seemed a very alarm
ing amount, but Mr. Ward had put before them facts 
which reduced the gravity of the case considerably, 
and, under the circumstances the Bench imposed a fine 
of £1 only, but they hoped special care would be taken 
in the future to see that nothing of the sort happened 
again. 

MILK. 
Expiry of Time Limit for Warranty. 

At the Spelthorne Petty Sessions on November 15th, 
A. E. Richens was summoned for selling milk deficient 
in fatty solids to the extent of 8 per cent., at Hampton 
Wick, on September 26th.—Mr. G. C. Carter, solicitor, 
who appeared for defendant, pleaded a warranty and 
that the milk was sold as received by the defendant.— 
Mr. Thomas C. Brown, Inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Acts to the Middlesex County Council, 
objected to the warranty as a copy was not sent 
to the purchaser within the prescribed period of 
seven days. — The Chairman (to Mr. Car t e r ) : Too 
late.—Mr. Car te r : Tha t may be, but it only means 
that I am liable for the costs. He added that he served 
a notice of his intention to set up the warranty as a 
defence" immediately his client consulted him. The delay 
was due to his client communicating with the vendors 
of the milk. He therefore hoped the Bench would over
rule the objection.—Mr. Brown said that Section 20 of 
the Act provided that a warranty was not to be con
sidered a sufficient defence unless notice that this de
fence would be relied upon was given within seven days 
of the purchase. It was twelve days after that he re
ceived the notice.—Dr. Nelson, one of the magis t ra tes : 
You have had time to make inquiries?—Mr. Brown: 
Yes.—Dr. Nelson: And you think it necessary to get 
a conviction at all costs? You are expected to take 
every technical objection?—Mr. Brown: Yes.—Dr. 
Nelson: To prevent a man making his defence? I am 
surprised at the action of the County Council Com
mittee.—Mr. Brown: I am afraid it is so. I leave the 
matter in your hands. — The purchase having been 
proved, Mr. Carter was about to read the warranty, 
when Mr. Brown formally objected.—Mr. Ca r t e r : Then 
I apply for an adjournment, in order that the matter 
may be referred to the County Committee. My client 
has never had a complaint against him before, nor a 
conviction recorded against him, and it is extremely 
hard that he should have one recorded against him now 
because, in the circumstances I have mentioned, notice 
was not given within the seven days. I sent the notice 
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off the same day my client consulted me, so that I 
served the best notice I could give. I therefore ask for 
an adjournment to ascertain whether the County Com
mittee wish to press the case.––The Chai rman: And 
you undertake to raise the point with the County Com
mittee?—Mr. Car te r : Yes ; I will write myself, and 
state what has occurred here, and give the expression 
of the justices' opinion.—Mr. Freeman (a justice). No. 
Mr. Ca r t e r : Very well. It will be that you have agreed 
to an adjournment.—The summons was then adjourned 
for a week. 

At the adjourned hearing on November 22nd, Mr. 
Carter read to the Bench a copy of the letter he had 
written, in which he pointed out that although tech
nically his client was in the wrong yet he was not aware 
that time was so vitally necessary in regard to the 
notice, and that it would be a great hardship to him, 
with a forty years ' good character in the trade, to be 
deprived of the opportunity of pleading a statutory 
defence to the charge. T o that letter, he said, he re
ceived a reply refusing to withdraw the technical ob
jection, no reason being given. He should like, if he 
might, to call his evidence, and he proposed to put in 
the warranty and to address the Bench on the whole 
of the case. His client had been deprived — or an 
attempt had been made to deprive him—of his defence. 
On April 1st, 1915, a guarantee was entered into be
tween his c l ient–––The Cha i rman: You must not go 
into the guarantee, as it is not before us.—Mr. Carter 
said he was not sure that he was not entitled to put 
it in on another ground. The prosecution had cut off 
his defence, but they had not proved the date of the 
service of the summons, which was when his client's 
alleged offence was stated to have occurred. He 
thought the technical objection of the prosecution was 
contemptible.—Dr. Nelson (a justice): W e have had no 
evidence as to the date of the service of the summons. 
—The Chai rman: It was served personally on October 
21st.—Mr. Car te r : Technically the service should have 
been proved.—The Chai rman: Defendant is here to 
answer the summons.—Mr. Ca r t e r : I am cut off from 
my defence, and it is for the prosecution to prove that 
I am out of time.—The Cha i rman: In your letter to 
the County Council you admitted all the facts.—Mr. 
Car te r : I admitted that my client had failed to comply 
with the statute as to giving notice of a warranty de
fence. Mr. Carter went on to say that he was in the 
hands of the Bench. He asked, however, that service 
of the summons should be proved, as, according to his 
instructions, there was some doubt.—Warrant-Officer 
Osborne then stated that he served the summons per
sonally on defendant on the date recorded on the sum
mons, October 21st.—Mr. Carter said the only question, 
then, related to the merits of the case. He would 
show that defendant sold the milk in the same condi
tion in which he received it, and he should ask the 
Bench to dismiss the summons on another ground, 
namely, that the deficiency was so small. He hoped 
they would come to the conclusion that this was a 
trivial case, remembering that the defendant had borne 
an unblemished character for forty years, and that the 
County Council were acting harshly in pressing the 
case.—The defendant then went into the box and said 
he had been in the milk trade since he was nine years 
old, and he was now 51. During that time he had 

never committed any offence against the law. The milk 
was part of a consignment he received from a Dairy 
Company on September 26th. It was delivered to him 
about 11.15 a.m. in a churn by the vendors' carman, 
who rolled it into his premises. He immediately 
plunged it and sent his boy out with some on his round. 
He did not tamper with the milk in any way.—Cross-
examined: The sample was taken from the boy at 11.30. 
Occasionally he had samples of his milk analysed. They 
differed, but were generally satisfactory. He was satis
fied as to the honesty of his boy. The churn the boy 
took round was not fitted with a plunger, but the jour
ney would shake the milk up. — George Tickner, the 
boy, said he saw the milk delivered. It was not tam
pered with by defendant nor did he himself tamper with 
it. He was dispatched on his round soon after 11 with 
a hand-barrow, and he had served probably four cus
tomers before the Inspector was served with his sam
ple.—Cross-examined: There were about 4 i gallons in 
the churn when the Inspector took the sample. He did 
not stir it u p ; he thought the jolting along the road 
would do that.—Mr. Brown, in answer to the Chair
man, said there were no previous charges against the 
defendant.—The Bench, after a brief deliberation, im
posed a fine of £1, including costs. 

MILK. 
Presence of Formalin. 

At the West Riding Police Court, Leeds, on Novem
ber 16th, Albert Edward Henson, a Horsforth milk 
dealer, was summoned for selling milk which was not 
of the nature, substance and quality demanded. The 
sample was certified by the Public Analyst to contain 
formalin.—Mr. R. C. Jones was proceeding to deal 
with the law on the subject when Mr. Willey, who 
appeared for the defendant, interfered.—Mr. Willey 
said his client had been a milk dealer for 38 years, and 
for 20 years had got his milk from two farmers in 
whom he placed such implicit confidence that he had 
not asked for a warranty. He sold the milk precisely 
as he got it.—Defendant bore out Mr. Willey's state
ment. He had never had any formalin upon his pre
mises, nor had he ever added formalin to the milk.— 
The Bench ordered defendant to pay the costs of the 
case. 

MILK. 
2'0 grains of Boric Acid per Pint. 

At the Tamworth Police Court on November 16th, 
Walter Cotterill, milk seller, 29, Mount Pleasant, Two-
gates, was summoned at the instance of Mr. Harold 
Van Tromp, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts 
to the Staffordshire County Council, for selling milk 
which was not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded. The sample was certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain two grains of boric acid per pint.— 
Mr. Van Tromp produced the certificate of the Public 
Analyst. The addition of chemical preservatives to milk 
was absolutely prohibited. — Mr. G. R. Jennings (of 
Messrs. Nevill and Matthews), who defended, said the 
milk was taken out by accident in the absence of the 
defendant's wife, who looked after the business. The 
milk was intended for use in the house.—The Magis
trates imposed a fine of £5. 
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MILK. 
Addition of Water. Defendant fined £20. 

At the Dunfermline Police Court on December 6th, 
Peter Black, dairyman, Lochend Farm, was summoned 
for selling milk which was not of the nature, substance 
and quality demanded. This was defendant's eighth 
appearance in Court on a charge of selling milk below 
the standard. The sample of milk obtained on this 
occasion by the Inspector was certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain 9·05 per cent. of extraneous water. 
—The Procurator-Fiscal said that possibly the greatest 
kindness which could be done to the respondent would 
be to deal with him in such a way that he would be 
kept out of temptation for the future. Respondent 
seemingly did not realise the necessity of trading hon
estly.—An agent explained that Lochend was a poor 
place. In consequence of the difficulty of obtaining 
foodstuffs, the cows were underfed at the time in ques
tion. They were accordingly giving little milk, and in 
order to make up the quantity necessary for his cus
tomers respondent added a little water. — Sheriff 
Umpherston imposed a penalty of £20, or two months ' 
imprisonment. 

MILK. 
Milk " Watered " by Employee. 

At the North London Police Court on November 12th, 
James Ealey, of Thorpedale Road, Islington, was sum
moned for wilfully and maliciously damaging four 
quarts of milk belonging to his employers, the Ayles-
bury Dairy Company.—The Defendant, who appeared 
in khaki uniform, pleaded guilty.—Mr. Freke Palmer, 
who supported the summons, said that an Inspector 
of the Islington Borough Council discovered that the 
milk in a can carried by the defendant had been 
watered, but milk in a churn under his charge was more 
than above the standard.—Mr. Hedderwick asked the 
defendant why he watered the milk.—Defendant: I 
forgot myself. — Mr. Hedderwick: Oh, no. You 
watered the milk for your own benefit. You must pay 
a fine of 10s. 

MILK. 
Presence of Formalin. 

At the Aldershot Police Court on December 20th, 
Arthur Chrismas was summoned for selling milk which 
was not of the nature, substance, and quality de
manded. The sample was certified by the Public 
Analyst to contain formalin. 

The case had been adjourned to enable the third 
sample to be sent to the Inland Revenue Laboratory, 
and Mr. H. Baker, who appeared to prosecute for the 
County Council, read the certificate since received 
from that laboratory which s t a t ed : " W e hereby 
certify that we have analysed the sample, and find that 
it affords no evidence of the presence of formalin. W e 
are, however, of opinion that if it was originally in the 
sample it is probable there would be no evidence of its 
presence after the souring which had taken place in 
the sample analysed by u s . " 

The case, said Mr. Baker, was quite simple. It was 
a charge under Section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, for selling to the prejudice of the purchaser an 

article not of the nature, substance and quality de
manded. This was, as far as he knew, for a long period, 
the first case the Aldershot Magistrates had had before 
them of a milk which had formalin in it. The Public 
Health Act (Milk and Cream Regulations) provided that 
no person shall sell or expose for sale or have in his 
possession for sale any milk to which preservatives have 
been added. No purchaser of milk, therefore, ex
pected to find preservative in his milk. There was no 
suggestion that the milk in this case was poor in 
quality.—Mr. David Bayley, Inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, gave evidence as to the purchase of the 
milk, and of his dividing the sample into three par ts .— 
In cross-examination by the defence, witness said this 
was the first case he had taken against the defendant. 
—Mr. Arthur Angell, F . I .C . , Public Analyst for the 
County, said that from the results of his analysis, which 
he carried out on the day he received the sample, he 
found that formalin was present in the sample of milk, 
and in his certificate he added the observation: "Th i s 
sample is preserved with formalin." –– The task of 
ascertaining the quantity of formalin was surrounded 
with a great many difficulties. It was an easily de
stroyed substance, which passed away by chemical 
changes as the milk chemically changed. I t would 
only be present as such during a certain number of 
hours.—Can you give some idea as to the quantity of 
formalin in so small a sample?—I would not venture 
to do that .—In further cross-examination the witness 
said he should describe formalin as an effective pre
servative.—Dr. R. A. Lyster, County Medical Officer 
of Health, said there were very serious objections to 
the use of any kind of preservative in milk, and the 
Local Government Board had made regulations for
bidding the use of chemical preservatives. Chemical 
preservatives masked the souring or decomposition of 
the milk, and that meant that milk which was pro
duced in dirty conditions and which would go sour 
very rapidly in ordinary conditions, was kept in a state 
of apparent soundness by the addition of these pre
servatives, and so there might be on sale to the public, 
and for invalids and children, a milk which was un
desirable in every possible way, but which was appar
ently sound. Preservatives acted injuriously on the 
digestive processes, and particularly in the cases of 
invalids and children, whose main food was very often 
derived from milk. Formalin should be regarded as 
the worst form of preservative, because the protein 
constituents of milk, combining with formalin, would 
be made less digestible, and the formalin probably had 
a hardening and injurious effect upon the mucous mem
branes of the stomach.—For the defence it was pointed 
out that practically three weeks had elapsed between 
the taking of the sample and the service of the sum
mons, which was the first time defendant had any 
knowledge of the suggestion of the presence of forma
lin, and this lapse of time deprived him of the oppor
tunity of having his portion of the sample analysed. 
—The C h a i r m a n : He had the opportunity to send 
his sample to an Analyst directly it was taken. — 
The defending solicitor: But no action had ever been 
taken against him before, and he had no reason to 
believe that there would be any action in this case. The 
defending solicitor said he would call evidence to prove 
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that the milk was delivered exactly as it came from the 
cows.—Defendant, residing at Tongham Farm, said 
he had 48 cows in milk. He had to purchase some 
milk. He had been farming for 15 years, and had 
never before been summoned to appear at a Court. 
The sanitary arrangements at his farm were perfect, 
and the cows were well fed. Replying to the Chair
man, the witness said that he did not know what 
formalin was, and had never had any preservative of 
any description either in or on his premises. He 
bought about two-thirds of the milk which he sold.–– 
Thomas Foxwell, cowman in defendant's employ, said 
that after milking the cows he would take the milk 
across to the dairy, tip it into the drum and let it run 
down to cool it. They put nothing into the milk from 
the time they took it from the cow to the time they put 
it in the cooler.—Thomas Hall, cowman, gave similar 
evidence.—Frederick Brown said his duty was to bring 
the milk from the dairy to Aldershot. He put nothing 
in the milk, and very rarely saw the milk. The milk 
was in the churns when he received it at the dairy, and 
he handed it over at Aldershot to the manager .—Per-
cival Rogers, manager for defendant at Victoria Road, 
Aldershot, said a man named Payne was in the yard 
with him on the morning of the 17th October, when the 
sample was taken. Payne left the yard about a quar
ter to six. During his morning round he returned as 
he had not enough milk. At 7.30 a.m. Brown drove 
up with the milk. It was unloaded, and witness tipped 
10 gallons direct into Payne's brass delivery churn. 
Nothing whatever was put into the milk, and he did 
nothing to it except plunge it into the railway churn, 
as Payne was not taking all of it. He saw Payne go 
down the road, and afterwards he saw Inspector Bayley 
pass, and within ten minutes of leaving the yard Payne 
returned with a sample.—In cross-examination, witness 
said it was the practice to put colouring matter in some 
of the milk, but on this particular occasion no colouring 
matter was put into it because Payne had been wait
ing some time for the milk.––Answering the Chairman, 
the witness said the brass churn was quite empty when 
he put the milk from the farm into it .—Edward Payne, 
a roundsman in the defendant's employ, said the sample 
of milk was purchased from him in Albert Road a few 
minutes after he had got the milk. He put nothing 
whatever into the milk, and sold it exactly as it was 
received.—The witness Rogers was re-called and was 
asked by the Chairman: " W h a t kind of preservative 
do you use? " — " None at all, s i r , " was the reply.— 
The colouring used was annatto, he said, and only a 
small quantity was used. He did not know whether it 
contained formalin.—Mr. Angell, the Public Analyst, 
replying to the Chairman, said the colouring matter 
mentioned was a vegetable substance not in itself harm
ful. He had found formalin in some samples of it, 
but not in all.—The magistrates came to the unani
mous conclusion that the case had been proved.—Mr. 
Baker asked the magistrates before fixing the penalty 
to consider further evidence. It had been brought to 
their notice by the military authorities that the defend
ant delivered milk to the creche, and on several occa
sions they had found formalin in the milk there.—The 
Cha i rman : W e have come to the conclusion that forma
lin was present. I do not think it is necessary for me 

to enlarge on the serious nature of a case of this kind. 
It has been explained by the Medical Officer for Health. 
W e realise that a very serious offence has been com
mitted.—A fine of £2 2s. was imposed, with £5 5s. 
costs. 

SKIMMED MILK. 
7·5 per cent. Extraneous Water. 

At the Yarmouth Police Court on November 15th, A. E. 
Stevens was summoned for selling skimmed milk which 
was not of the nature, substance and quality demanded. 
The Town Clerk prosecuted.—Inspector Pilch said that 
on October 18th a sample of milk was purchased from 
defendant, who was delivering milk from a barrow. 
Defendant said it was skim milk, and supplied witness 
from a can containing half a gallon.—The certificate 
of the Public Analyst stated that the sample consisted 
of 92 per cent. of skimmed milk of the poorest quality, 
and 7½ per cent. of extraneous water. There was 7·5 
per cent. of milk solids other than milk fat. If it was 
skim milk, the Town Clerk said, the percentage of milk 
fat would have been less. It was therefore new milk 
diluted.—Defendant told the Court that he bought a 
gallon as skim milk on the road, and sold it as such. 
He denied adding anything to it.—Mr. Peter Calver, 
from the Health Department, said Inspector Pilch sent 
him to defendant, and he asked for a pint of milk, but 
defendant said he had not got any.—Defendant, cross-
examined by the Town Clerk, said he had not com
plained to the man from whom the milk came. He 
bought it from the boy because he was short that 
morning. He had never bought any previously from 
the same source. He paid 9d. for the gallon, and he 
sold it at a penny per pint, as he did not want to be 
under suspicion. The can from which he was supplied 
was labelled " s k i m m e d milk."—Defendant was fined 
£1 and £1 1s. costs. 

CREAM. 
Presence of Boric Acid. 

At the Lowestoft Borough Police Court on Novem
ber 18th, Richard Stebbings was summoned at the in
stance of Mr. Lawrence Howarth, Inspector under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, for selling to the preju
dice of the purchaser cream which was not of the 
nature, substance and quality demanded, at Lowestoft 
on October 5th. There was a second summons for sell
ing cream which was not labelled in accordance with 
the requirements of the Milk and Cream Regulations. 
—The Town Clerk prosecuted, and explained that the 
facts of the case were very simple. The cream in ques
tion was certified by the Public Analyst to contain 
boric acid.—Beatrice Worm, employed in the Sanitary 
Inspector's department, said that acting under the in
structions of the Inspector, she entered the defendant's 
shop and asked for some cream. She was supplied by 
the defendant's wife. The Inspector afterwards came 
into the shop and pointed out that the jar was not 
labelled "p re se rved c r eam." Defendant admitted that 
he had the labels, but had not put them on.—In reply 
to the Bench, the Town Clerk said the sale of cream 
containing preservatives of any kind was an offence if 
the sample was not properly labelled in accordance with 
the requirements of the Regulations. That was the 
offence in this case.—Defendant explained that he sold 
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the cream exactly as he received it.—In the first case 
defendant was fined £2, including costs, and in the 
second £1, including costs. 

CREAM. 
019 per cent. of Boric Acid. Unlabelled Receptacle. 
At the Bexhill Petty Sessions on November 12th, 

before Mr. W. R. Dewing and other magistrates, 
Frank Cable, of the Model Dairy, 9, Devonshire Road, 
Bexhill, was summoned for selling preserved cream on 
the 15th September which was not labelled in accord
ance with the requirements of the Milk and Cream 
Regulations.—Mr. F . W . Morgan, who represented the 
defendant, pleaded guilty.—Mr. J. J. Murphy, Inspec
tor under the Food and Drugs Acts for the East Sussex 
County Council, prosecuted, and stated that when pre
served cream containing chemical preservatives was 
sold in receptacles the receptacle must be labelled in 
accordance with the provisions of the Milk and Cream 
Regulations and the amount of preservative present 
must be stated on the label. On the loth September he 
sent his deputy to the defendant's premises in Devon
shire Road to purchase some cream. The cream was 
supplied to his deputy in a receptacle. No reference 
was made to the presence of any chemical preservative 
in the c ream; there was no label on the receptacle. The 
Committee of the County Council gave instructions that 
the defendant should be written to in order to give him 
an opportunity of supplying an explanation as to why 
the receptacle was not labelled, but the letter of ex
planation received from the defendant was not con
sidered satisfactory. — The letter the defendant had 
written was produced, and in it he admitted that there 
was boric acid in the cream, and he explained that the 
cream had been sold by Daisy King who had not been 
long in his employment, and that she inadvertently had 
not put the label on the cup though there were labels 
in the shop.—The Magistrates ' Clerk read the certifi
cate of the Public Analyst for the County, Mr. Allinson 
Woodhead, F.I .C.—Mr. Morgan said that the defend
ant was bound to plead guilty. Although he knew 
nothing of the sale of this particular lot of preserved 
cream, he admitted that he was responsible for the act 
of his assistant. The defendant had been obtaining 
these cups from a firm who had agreed to supply them 
ready labelled. The firm sent some cups without labels, 
and the fact that they were not labelled was not noticed 
by the assistant in charge of the shop at the time, and 
she sold the cream in a cup without a label, though 
there were labels in the shop. There was no difference 
in price, no question of taking any advantage of the 
public. It was very difficult to get assistants who had 
not been long in the business to realise what the various 
regulations applicable were. The cream, however, 
supplied in this case was not an article inferior in any 
way to that which had been intended to be purchased. 
—A fine of 5s, was at first inflicted.—Mr. Murphy then 
applied for costs and the magistrates, having consulted 
the Clerk, imposed a penalty of £2 2s., including costs. 

BUTTER. 
Sale of Margarine as Butter. 

At the South Western Police Court on November 
17th, before the Hon. John de Grey, Mrs. Mary 

Morgan, 111, Mitcham Road, Tooting, was summoned 
by the Wandsworth Borough Council for selling butter 
which was certified by the Public Analyst to contain 
60 per cent. of margarine, and " b u t t e r " which con
sisted wholly of margarine on October 22nd. Defend
ant was also summoned for supplying each purchase in 
an unstamped wrapper.—Mr. W . W . Young prose
cuted, and Mr. Hindle defended.—Mr. Young said the 
Council's representative asked for 1s. 4d. butter, and 
was served with an article containing 60 per cent. of 
margarine. The purchaser then asked for some 1s. 4d. 
salt butter and this sample was found not to be butter 
but to consist entirely of margarine. Mr. de Grey : 
" S a l t " has a cryptic meaning.—Mr. Young agreed, 
as in duty bound. He went on to say that there was a 
conviction against defendant some time ago. A day or 
two previously she was summoned before Mr. Drum-
mond for selling margarine as butter, and the prosecu
tors were the Butter Association. She was fined £10. 
—Mr. de Grey : Is that Association a rival of yours?— 
Mr. Y o u n g : No. It was Mr. Ricketts who prose
cuted.—Mr. Hindle : It is an aid to my friend.—Mr. 
Young : I do not like to press the case against this 
poor woman. She is a widow who, I understand, 
desires to sell her business, but in consequence of the 
war she has been unable to do so.—Mr. Hindle said 
this was a rather hard case. In the Butter Associa
tion prosecution there were 10 summonses. This 
sounded rather formidable, but there was in reality only 
one offence.—Mr. de G r e y : They wanted to do it well 
while they were about i t .—Mr. Hindle: I think so. 
Five of the summonses were against the defendant's 
assistant. As a matter of fact Mrs. Morgan had nothing 
to do with the offence. It was in connection with a 
shop she has at Southfields. She lives at Tooting. 
With regard to these summonses to-day, it is actually 
the very first time she has personally served a cus
tomer. On this particular Friday evening she saw 
that her shop was rather full so she served a customer 
and this is the result. Unfortunately she made a mis
take and served margarine as butter.—Mr. de Grey : 
She seems to have made the same mistake as her ser
vant did.—Having enumerated the summonses, and 
ascertained the costs, his worship fined defendant 
£1 10s. on each summons, with £1 4s. 6d. costs. 

MARGARINE. 
48·65 grains of Boric Acid per Pound. 

At the Flint Petty Sessions on November 4th, Israel 
Davies, grocer, Chester Street, Flint, was summoned 
for having sold margarine which was certified by the 
Public Analyst to contain 48·65 grains of boric acid per 
pound.—Mr. T. W . Hughes, who defended, said the 
case was a very unfortunate one for the defendant, who 
had purchased the margarine from the wholesale dealer 
or manufacturer, from whom he received a warranty 
to the effect that it was pure. Unfortunately, the 
defendant did not come to see him until it was too late 
to give the required notice in the proceedings for de
fendant to rely upon the warranty. He was conse
quently placed " o u t of cour t . " His client could not 
help what had happened in the matter of the presence 
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of the boric acid and knew nothing whatever respecting; 
it. It would be a warning to defendant and also a 
warning to other tradesmen that as soon as they 
received a summons they should take proceedings at 
once to protect themselves.—The Bench imposed a fine 
of 10s. and ordered payment of the special costs, 
amounting to £2 2s. 6d. At the same time the magis
trates thought that the defendant should receive the 
money from the merchant, as he was not himself in 
fault. 

MEAT. 
Foot and Mouth Disease. 

At the Glastonbury Sessions Court on December 
20th, Frank Dowdney, butcher, of the Market Place, 
Glastonbury, was summoned for having one fore-
quarter of beef, one hind-quarter of beef, and a cow's 
liver deposited in his shop for the purpose of sale, and 
intended for the food of man, such meat having been 
declared by Mr. Geo. Alves, Sanitary Inspector for the 
Borough of Glastonbury, to be unfit for the food of 
man. The meat was condemned by Mr. S. J. Hulbert, 
a Justice of the Peace, and ordered to be destroyed.— 
The prosecution was closely connected with the recent 
serious outbreak of foot-and-mouth disease at Butleigh, 
the parts of the animal said to have been intended for 
sale being parts of the first cow slaughtered on Mr. 
Knight 's farm at Butleigh, which a local veterinary 
surgeon and Mr. Knight, the owner, said was suffering 
from foot-and-mouth disease, whilst the experts from 
the Board of Agriculture said it was not.—Defendant 
was ordered to pay nine guineas fine including costs.— 
Mr. F . Glover, of Bath (instructed by the Town Clerk 
of Glastonbury, Mr. R. T. Gould) appeared for the 
prosecution, and Mr. Wethered, barrister (instructed 
by Mr. McMullen, of the firm of Messrs. Trevor-Davies 
and Topham), was for the defendant. 

In outlining the case for the prosecution, Mr. Glover 
said the issue was a simple one, and that was whether 
on November 11th defendant had deposited in his shop 
for sale the portions of meat specified. Shortly before 
October 30th a cow on Rowley Farm, Butleigh, belong
ing to Mr. Knight, was taken ill and was removed from 
the herd to a stall in the field, where it was examined 
by Mr. Knight and Mr. Fairley, a veterinary surgeon, 
of Glastonbury. They came to the conclusion that the 
cow was suffering from foot-and-mouth disease. Supt. 
Sparkes was promptly communicated with and saw the 
cow on two occasions and the matter was reported to 
the Inspectors of the Board of Agriculture at Bath. 
Meanwhile Supt. Sparkes had imposed certain restric
tions. Two inspectors examined the cow but did not 
agree with the opinion of Mr. Fairley and also the 
owner that the cow was suffering from foot-and-mouth 
disease. The animal was unquestionably s ick; how
ever, that was the opinion of the two inspectors. The 
result was that on November 8th, Mr. Knight arranged 
with Mr. Walter Look, a dealer, of Butleigh, to 
slaughter the animal and purchase the carcase. That 
was done. The restrictions, it should be mentioned, 
had been removed in consequence of the report of the 
Government Inspectors. Mr. Look killed the cow on 
the premises. The entrails were buried, but were bur
rowed out and eaten by a number of pigs. They 

developed foot-and-mouth disease, and were also killed, 
whilst 15 out of a herd of 30 cows also developed the 
disease, and by direction of the Inspectors of the Board 
of Agriculture the whole herd was destroyed. It ap
peared to be quite obvious that the opinion of the local 
veterinary surgeon was right, and that the Government 
Inspectors were wrong. After Mr. Look had killed the 
cow the restrictions on the farm were entirely removed, 
and Mr. Look then brought away the carcase, which 
had been skinned by him in the ordinary way for the 
butcher. Mr. Look paid £1 for the carcase, giving his 
services for slaughtering free, Mr. Knight retaining the 
hide. There was no charge against either Mr. Knight 
or Mr. Look, but it seemed to him as though at that 
time the animal was not being treated as consisting of 
sound butcher 's meat if the whole carcase was only 
sold for £1 and the hide was thrown in. P .C. Good
ing, in consequence of the dread or suspicion of the 
disease, had been more or less on duty at the farm and 
saw the carcase in the slaughter-house. He saw Mr. 
Look depart with the carcase, and then communicated 
with P .S . Clarke, who, after making enquiries in 
Glastonbury, found two quarters of the carcase hanging 
in the defendant's shop. H e was much struck with the 
appearance of the meat, which was very red, com
municated with Inspector Alves, and the latter saw 
Dr. Aldridge the Medical Officer of Health. They went 
to defendant's shop, but it was on Wednesday, Nov
ember 10th, an early closing day, and the meat was 
hanging up. Defendant admitted that he bought it 
from Mr. Look, and there was no doubt as to the iden
tity of the carcase. When asked where the other two 
quarters were, defendant replied that he had sent them 
with some pigs to Smithfield. The Medical Officer and 
Inspector thought it was not fair or right to come to 
any conclusion as to the condition of the meat, as it 
could only be seen by gas light, and they waited until 
the following morning, a request being made not to 
remove the meat. The next morning, on their visiting 
the shop, defendant remarked, before anything was 
said to him, " I f there is anything wrong about this I 
will bury it, I will destroy i t . " That might be urged 
to be an excellent point in favour of defendant, as show
ing his entire innocence. On the other hand, he might 
have heard of the visit of the previous night. The 
meat was carefully examined, and the four officials 
present, without hesitation, came to the conclusion that 
the meat was quite unfit for the food of man. Mr. 
Alves took the initiative, called in Mr. Hulbert, one of 
the Borough Magistrates, who examined the meat, and, 
considering all the circumstances, condemned it, and 
ordered it to be destroyed. The magistrates had now 
to consider whether defendant had the meat deposited 
for sale, and whether it was unfit for the food of man. 
Defendant was a butcher of experience, and ought to 
know what was a good carcase, but it was not legally 
necessary that he should know. If he did not know he 
did not escape the penalties, because it was important 
that the public should be fed with good, honest food. 
A man who sold meat, in fact, guaranteed the fitness 
of it for food. It was his business to know, even if he 
did not. There seemed to have been sufficient care 
taken in the purchase of the cow to justify him in send
ing it to Smithfield for sale. That, however, brought 
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him to another point in favour of the defendant. W h e n 
the Inspector at Smithfield, who had been communi
cated with by Inspector Alves, examined the two quar
ters sent there he held that the meat was fit for food. 
They were now face to face with the fact that the meat 
at Smithfield was good and that at Glastonbury was 
bad. That , however, did not affect the question so far 
as that Court was concerned. 

Mr. Wethered said the fact whether the meat was 
deposited for sale was not disputed, but the question 
for the Court to decide was whether it was unfit for 
human consumption.—Robert Knight, of Rowley Farm, 
gave evidence as to his transaction with Mr. Look, and 
was asked, in cross-examination by Mr. Wethered, 
whether prior to October 30th he had ever seen a case 
of foot-and-mouth disease, to which he replied in the 
affirmative.—You know it perfectly well?—Yes.—Wit
ness, in reply to further questions, said that prior to 
the official notification one inspector examined the 
animal, and, not being satisfied, called a second inspec
tor on November 6th, when they came to the conclu
sion that the cow had not got foot-and-mouth disease. 
The inspector told him he could do what he liked with 
the animal.—That meant you could sell it?—Naturally, 
I thought so.—And as far as you could see there was 
no sign of any disease?—It was quite sound. I should 
not have sold it had I not seen it hung up in the 
slaughter house. 

Formal evidence was given by Police Constable Good
ing and Police Sergeant Clarke, after which Inspector 
George Alves was called in regard to his examination 
of the meat on November 11th, in company with Dr. 
Aldridge, Mr. Harold Alves, and Mr. Fairley. They 
examined the pleura for tuberculosis, but could not find 
any evidence of this. Explaining why he condemned 
the meat, he said he went by its general appearance. 
It had the appearance of meat obtained from an animal 
suffering from a wasting disease. He could not find 
any special disease the animal was suffering from.— 
Dr. F . J. Aldridge was next called, and said he came 
to the conclusion that the meat was unfit for human 
food, from the colour, by the handling of the meat, the 
fat, and general consistency.—Henry Fairley, veterin
ary surgeon, said he was positive when he first examined 
the cow what was the matter with it. Prior to this 
he had seen a case of foot-and-mouth disease.—Cross-
examined: Assuming that you were right and the 
Government Inspectors were wrong, and the animal 
had foot-and-mouth disease, would you agree it must 
have been a very slight a t tack? — No. — Mr. J. B. 
C l a rk : Are you sure the cow had foot-and-mouth dis
ease?—I am absolutely sure.—Inspector Harold Alves 
gave similar evidence as to the unsound condition of the 
meat, and counsel, in cross-examination, a sked : Will 
you agree with me that if an animal was suffering from 
foot-and-mouth disease that that fact does not render 
it unfit for human food?—It does not.—Then we are 
agreed upon that—Yes.—Mr. S. J. Hulbert, a borough 
magistrate , gave evidence that he ordered the meat to 
be destroyed after he inspected it. The meat was 
black, and not fit for human consumption. He came to 
the conclusion without hesitation.—This was the case 
for the prosecution. 

For the defence, Mr. Wethered said the Statute 
under which those proceedings were taken was very 
drastic, but the prosecution had to prove very strictly 
that the meat was unfit for human food. He submitted 
there was very little evidence of this. The only evi
dence on that point was given by Mr. Fairley, who said 
the animal undoubtedly had had foot-and-mouth dis
ease. That fact, however, did not render the meat 
unfit for the food of man. Two Government Inspec
tors who examined the cow came to the conclusion that 
there was no such disease. It either had not the dis
ease or else had it very slightly. Counsel criticised the 
evidence of the Medical Officer and the Inspector re
specting the condition of the meat, and emphasised the 
fact that neither could say the cow had any special 
disease. That was not sufficient to make defendant 
liable; something more serious and more definite had 
to be proved.—Defendant said Look asked him to buy, 
saying, " I have a nice little carcase of beef in the 
cart. Can you do with i t ? " He replied, " I don't 
know that I can. I have enough killed for my own 
t rade . " Look said, " I t is sound and all right, and it 
will do you good . " He looked at the meat and said 
he could see nothing wrong with it. The beef was 
sound in appearance, and was dry and firm. Look 
also showed him the liver and lights, and said, " Y o u 
can see it is perfectly sound ," and he certainly thought 
it was sound. He agreed to pay £4. The two other 
quarters were sent to the Central Meat Market to a 
well-known salesman, who paid him £2 10s. 5d., the 
receipt was marked " T r a d e and weather bad . " That 
was the amount after deducting the carriage. When 
Mr. Alves told him where the meat came from he was 
very much surprised, and had he known it came from 
there he would certainly not have bought it. He could 
not agree with the evidence for the prosecution as to 
the condition of the meat. The beef was firm, and as 
dry as it could be, and as hard as a brick. The but
tocks might have been a little dark as they were occa
sionally. If a beast was driven hard and killed almost 
immediately the meat would be dark and overheated.— 
Walter Look, of Wood Lane, Butleigh, gave evidence 
as to purchasing the carcase from Mr. Knight, as stated 
by him. He should not have sold the carcase to defend
ant had there been anything wrong with it.—Mr. Harry 
Mettam, Sanitary Inspector to the City of London for 
the Central Meat Market, said his department received 
a communication from Glastonbury, and he inspected 
the meat which had been sent to the salesman men
tioned. He passed the beef. It was perfectly whole
some. There was no sign of disease.—The Chairman 
said the Bench would like to know whether the price 
mentioned was the usual price for beef in London.— 
Witness replied that the beef was very plain and of 
inferior quality. The price paid represented very 
accurately the price of beef on that day. 

The Chairman said the Bench had given the case their 
fullest consideration. Defendant should bear in mind 
the axiom " C a v e a t emptor . " He ought to have known 
what was happening in the county and neighbourhood 
and that foot-and-mouth disease was prevalent. He 
would be fined £5 and expenses £2 9s.—On the appli
cation of Mr. Glover he was also ordered to pay two 
guineas advocate's fee. 
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MEAT. 
Diseased Carcase. Admiralty Meat Contractor Fined. 
At the Harwich Police Court on November 30th, be

fore the Mayor and other magistrates, Francis Aubrey 
Glover, Admiralty meat contractor, of 88, Charter
house Street, E.G., was summoned for having in his 
possession a certain diseased carcase of beef intended 
for the food of man, contrary to the Public Health Act, 
Sections 116 and 117, at Harwich, on November 21st. 
Mr. W . T. Ricketts (London) defended.—Mr. Francis 
Harold French, Sanitary Inspector, said that on 
November 21st he went to a slaughter-house at Har
wich, leased by the Admiralty, where the defendant 
carries on his business as contractor for the Navy. He 
found slaughtering in progress, and eleven carcases 
were hanging in the slaughter-house. The carcases 
were halved, and witness walked in between the sides. 
His attention was especially attracted to one carcase 
hanging among the others, by reason of the fact that 
the lining membrane of the chest walls had been 
stripped—an unusual proceeding. He further examined 
the carcase to ascertain the reason for this, and found 
evidence of tuberculosis. He cut one of the glands 
and also found evidence of tuberculosis. While he was 
looking at this carcase, one of the butchers said, 
" V e r y fine beef, s i r . " He then asked for the lungs 
and the liver, and they were brought to him from a 
tub. The lungs were tubercular, and the liver had a 
large number of abscesses in it. About this time the 
manager arrived. Witness asked for all the heads to 
be cut, in order that he might examine the glands. He 
found the glands in two heads tubercular. Witness 
told the manager that the carcase and the offal must 
remain where it was until the afternoon, when he would 
ask the Medical Officer of Health to see i t ; he asked 
the manager to be present. Subsequently witness met 
Dr. Syrett there, and also the veterinary surgeon, Mr. 
Miller. The carcase was quartered, and after they had 
conferred witness told the manager they would seize 
the lot. It was taken to the sewage works, and next 
day it was inspected by a Magistrate. In his (the 
Magistrate 's) presence witness took out the kidneys, 
which showed evidence of tuberculosis, and the Magis
trate ordered the destruction of the carcase. — The 
Clerk: From what you saw of the meat which you took 
possession of, was it fit for human food?—Witness : 
No, quite unfit.—How do you know it was being pre
pared for the food of man?—It was dressed and hung 
with the o thers ; it was not isolated, and my attention 
was not called to it when I went into the slaughter
house.—Mr. Ricket ts : You do not suggest that it was 
possible in life to tell the condition of this animal?— 
No.—Answering Mr. Ricketts further, the witness said 
he had no complaint to make about the quality of the 
carcase apart from the disease. When he went into the 
slaughter-house the carcases of the beasts were hang
ing on trees from a beam. When he walked down the 
sides of the carcases his attention was called to the 
skinning of the carcase, and he saw evidence in the 
pleura of the disease. He cut one of the glands with a 
knife which he borrowed from a slaughterman and 
found it affected, although in a recent stage. He ex
amined the offals, and found lungs and liver affected, 
which coincided with the opinion that the animal was 
affected with tuberculosis. He asked for the spleen, 
but only twelve could be found, although there were 

thirteen carcases. The twelve he examined were 
healthy. When he called in the afternoon he asked for 
the shoulder to be taken off; that was done, and he 
examined the glands, finding them free. He did not 
examine the deep-seated glands in the hindquarter. 
The manager gave him all assistance and facility.— 
Under further cross-examination the witness said the 
manager did not tell him that none of the meat would 
be disposed of until he (the manager) had seen it. He 
agreed that the carcase might be worth from £20 to 
£25, and that it was common to find the head affected 
without the body.—Dr. E. F . Syrett, the Medical Offi
cer of Health, said he examined the carcase, and found 
it quite unfit for human food. It was diseased, and he 
concurred with the order that it should be destroyed. 
He thought the stripping quite unusual. He saw evi
dence of tuberculosis on the pleura and on the peri
toneum. He inquired why the carcase had been strip
ped, but the man offered no explanation. — Mr. J. 
Miller, M.R.C.V.S. , said from his inspection he agreed 
that the animal was suffering from tuberculosis. — 
Asked by Mr. Ricketts why he was satisfied there had 
been no over-sticking, the witness said if there had 
been the ribs would have been stained.—Mr. Ricketts, 
for the defendant, said Mr. Glover's desire naturally 
was to avoid a conviction, if possible. The Bench 
would appreciate the importance of that from the fact 
that he was a contractor not only for the Navy but other 
Government departments. He was no doubt legally re
sponsible but morally guiltless. He had never seen this 
animal; it was one of a batch that was bought at 
Aylesbury Market and sent through to Harwich in due 
course to be slaughtered, and Mr. Glover had nothing 
to do with it except to pay for it. Defendant employed 
agents at various places. The slaughter-house was one 
chosen by the Admiralty, and was always open to the 
Inspector. Mr. Glover always instructed his men to be 
most careful, and if anything was found to be wrong 
to call the Inspector. The animal in life presented no 
evidence of disease; it was a well-nourished body, and 
there was no indication until it was opened that it 
suffered from tuberculosis. To say under these circum
stances that a man would be guilty of depositing the 
carcases in a slaughter-house for the purpose of pre
paration for sale, and as intended for the food of man, 
was, he suggested, going further than was the inten
tion of the Section. Although his client might have 
committed half the offence, he could not be said to 
have committed the other half. No reasonable oppor
tunity was given to anyone to decide whether the car
case should be disposed of for food or not. Before the 
Magistrates could hold that an offence was committed 
they must be satisfied that someone in authority had 
an opportunity of examining the carcase, and deciding 
whether it should be used or not. So far as Mr. Glover 
was concerned, the practice of skinning out the animals 
was condemned. The reason given by the slaughter
man for skinning out on this occasion was that the 
animal had been over-stuck. The fact that the animal 
was affected would have been as easily discovered by 
Mr. Tarbutt , the manager, as it was by the Inspector. 
He suggested, under all the circumstances, that the 
guilt of the contractor should not commence until a 
responsible person, whose name was inserted in the 
contract, had decided whether the carcase should be 
used or not. The meat did not reach the Navy, and it 
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never would have reached the Navy.—John William 
Tarbutt , agent for the defendant, said he had experi
ence as a butcher, and was skilled in distinguishing 
between sound and unsound meat. The instructions 
under the contract were to supply clean, wholesome, 
and sound meat, and he had to decide whether the 
meat should go out or not. If he was not there, and 
anything abnormal occurred, it would have to remain 
until he came home. He had seen the animal alive in 
a bunch of others, but had not examined it. If the 
Inspector had not been there he would have examined 
the sides of meat. He agreed that the carcase was 
affected, and had he examined it he would have called 
the attention of the Inspector to it, and would not have 
allowed it to leave the premises. The animal was 
seized before he had an opportunity of examining it. 
He gave the Inspector and Veterinary Surgeon every 
opportunity, and he thought he was surrendering it 
long before the Inspector said they should seize it.—In 
cross-examination, the witness admitted that if he was 
not there the slaughtermen would decide as to its con
dition.—After a brief retirement the Mayor said the 
Magistrates were quite satisfied that the case was 
proved. Defendant would be fined £10. The Magis
trates did not say that the defendant knew what was 
going on, but it was his duty to make sure that his 
men knew what was going on. 

MEAT. 
Bacon from Prize Ships, The Law's Delay. 

At the Lambeth Police Court on December 9th, before 
Mr. Biron, William Lavis, of Stanbury Street, Peck-
ham, was summoned by the Southwark Borough Coun
cil for exposing three pieces of unsound bacon for sale. 
—Mr. G. C. Topham, solicitor to the Council, said that 
the defendant was a market porter at Smithfield, but 
on Sundays he sold provisions from a stall in market 
places. On Sunday, November 7th, he had a stall in 
Westmoreland Road, Walworth, on which certain 
pieces of bacon were exposed for sale. Three pieces 
weighing about 12 pounds were seized by Inspector 
Fisher as being unfit for food. The defendant told the 
Inspector that he bought the three pieces in Smithfield 
Market, and that it was the first time he had sold 
bacon. There was a great deal of bad bacon being 
sold just now. I t was reported to come from ships 
taken as prizes, and it was said that it took the judges 
of the High Court so long to make up their minds as to 
what they would do that by the time it was released for 
sale by the Admiralty marshal the bacon was in a very 
bad state.—Inspector Fisher, in the course of his 
evidence, said that there was a great deal of rough 
bacon on the market. It was sold wholesale a t two
pence to threepence per pound.—Mr. Bi ron : If the 
Admiralty marshal is not very careful he may find him
self summoned.—Inspector F i she r : W e do not actually 
know that this particular bacon was prize bacon.—The 
defendant, who said that he had some of the bacon for 
breakfast and thought it was good, was ordered to pay 
a penalty of £5 and £2 2s. costs. 

TEA. 
15 per cent. of Starch. 

At the Nottingham Summons Court on December 
20th, James F . Loose, grocer, was summoned before 
Mr. F . Acton and Mr. O. W . Hind, for selling tea 

which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded. The tea in question was certified by the 
Public Analyst to contain 15 per cent. of starch.— 
Mr. H. W . Day (of the Town Clerk's office) stated 
that a week or two before a case was heard in which 
tea was sold adulterated with similar material to that 
found in the present case. The tea in the present case 
was sold without any intimation whatever, either by 
label or word of mouth, that it contained any substance 
other than pure tea. As a matter of fact it contained 
15 per cent. of a starchy substance manufactured under 
the name of " R o k a , " and the package in which it was 
sold bore on it statements leading the public to believe 
that the)' were receiving pure tea of a high quality. 
The material called " R o k a , " so far as tea was con
cerned, was absolutely valueless and contained none 
of the properties of tea. Its one use and purpose, said 
Mr. Day, was to increase the bulk and weight of the 
tea, and so to enable the vendors to obtain a fraudulent 
profit. The sale of this mixture in the condition in 
which it was purchased in this instance was a gross 
fraud on the public, and it was hoped that the magis
trates would assist the authorities in putting a stop to 
the sale of i t .—Mrs. Roberts and Inspector P. W . 
Watson gave evidence supporting Mr. Day ' s state
ment.—Addressing the defendant, the Chairman said 
the magistrates looked upon the case as a very serious 
one indeed. The sale of tea adulterated in this manner 
was a gross fraud on the public, and he hoped that 
tradesmen in the city selling this tea would take warn
ing, as the magistrates would suggest to their col
leagues on the bench that if any repetition of the fraud 
took place in future they should inflict a much heavier 
penalty. The defendant would be fined £5. 

PRESERVED PEAS. 
28 grains of Sulphate of Copper per Pound. 

At the Bow Street Police Court on November 17th, 
Eugene Beoudin, provision dealer, Lisle Street, was 
summoned before Mr. Grahame Campbell for selling to 
the prejudice of the purchaser peas containing 2·8 
grains of crystalised sulphate of copper per pound.— 
Mr. Cartwright-Sharp appeared for the defendant, who 
it was explained had been serving in the French Army 
ever since the outbreak of the war.—Mr. Rotton, for 
the prosecution, said the proceedings were taken under 
Section 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. The pro
ceedings in this particular case were not taken on the 
ground that the peas were rendered injurious to health 
by the presence of the sulphate of copper. He submitted 
that when a person asked for peas, as was done in this 
case, he ought not to receive in addition sulphate of 
copper or any other drug. The sulphate of copper was 
mixed with the peas to give them a green colour.— 
Evidence of purchase having been given, the Inspector 
said he had purchased on various occasions, tinned pre
served peas which did not contain sulphate of copper, 
but he could not say from whom. Replying to Mr. 
Sharp, the witness said he did not know that the peas 
his assistant purchased on this occasion' were preserved 
by one of the biggest firms in France. He only knew 
the retailers.—Mr. S h a r p : It is said that your assistant 
asked for green peas. Do you know that no one can 
supply preserved peas that are green without using 
sulphate of copper?—I do not know.—Mr. Rotton (re-
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examining) : Your assistant says he asked for green 
peas. If you were to ask, in the summer time, for green 
peas, would you expect to get anything but peas, apart , 
of course, from the pods?—Certainly not.—And do 
you know of any reason why you should have anything 
in addition to green peas, simply because they were in 
a t in?—No.—The defendant's wife said her husband 
had carried on business in Lisle Street for eleven years, 
and during that time he had purchased from the Maison 
Bottel peas and beans preserved by the Société Bres-
toisa. Until now there had never been a complaint 
from anyone. — A lady trading as the Maison Bottel 
said that for 20 years past she had received from France 
peas preserved by the Société Brestoisa, and had sold 
them to retailers in this country. She had never had any 
complaints as to the contents of their tins. — Cross-
examined, the witness said she had small labels to put 
on the tins, stating that the contents included sulphate 
of copper, but she discontinued to use them on finding 
that they did not adhere to the tins many days. She 
had seen so-called green peas preserved in bottles with
out sulphate of copper, and noticed that they were 
almost white.—Mr. Sharp submitted that in this case 
there was no evidence to show that the peas had been 
sold to the prejudice of the purchaser. There was 
nothing done to increase the weight or bulk of the 
article sold, and it was not urged by the prosecution 
that the addition of the sulphate of copper said to have 
been used rendered the peas injurious to health. 
It was impossible to keep peas green without sul
phate of copper. Sulphate of copper, therefore, 
became one of the constituents of tinned green 
peas. Unfortunately the defendant was at the front 
fighting for his country, and in his submission 
there was no moral blame attached to the wife, who 
had only done what had been done for years without 
complaint.—Mr. Rotton said it was no part of his case 
that sulphate of copper was a necessary ingredient. 
The man who paid for green peas did not expect to be 
supplied with sulphate of copper, or any other drug. 
It was illegal to put boric acid in sausages, although 
the acid, in the proportion used, might not be injurious 
to health.—Mr. Sha rp : No one would eat peas if they 
were the colour of mistletoe berries, as they probably 
would be without sulphate of copper.—The Magis t ra te : 
The man asked for green peas and got them.—Mr. 
Ro t ton : He got the green peas, and this drug.—The 
Magistrate dismissed the summons.—Mr. Sharp applied 
for costs, and pointed out that although it had been 
found that the defendant's wife was in no way to 
blame she had been dragged from her shop to attend 
the court. If the case had gone against the defendant 
he would have had to pay costs.—Mr. Rotton said the 
Council never had to pay costs in these cases.—The 
Magistrate said 'the Council were doing their duty in 
taking these proceedings and declined to allow costs. 
—Mainly from The Grocer. 

PRESERVED PEAS. 
2·5 Grains of Sulphate of Copper per Pound. 

At the Westminster Police Court on October 20th, 
before Mr. Biron, Sarah Ann Fryer, of Elizabeth Street, 
Pimlico, was summoned for selling preserved peas im
pregnated with sulphate of copper to the extent of 
nearly 2½ grains to the pound. Mr. Rotton, for the 
Westminster City Council, said that the peas were sold 

in a glass bottle bearing a very diminutive label declar
ing that a small percentage of copper was used, and 
that it was not injurious to health.—Dr. Allan, Medical 
Officer of Health for Westminster , examined b y . M r . 
Rotton, said that it was unnecessary to use compounds 
of copper to colour peas. The quantity found in the 
sample would render the peas distinctly injurious to 
health, and would occasion indigestion and other 
troubles.—The defendant stated that she had been 40 
years in business, and sold the peas in good faith as 
she obtained them from a well-known wholesale firm. 
—Mr. Biron: You can bring an action against them. 
I should think you have an excellent cause of action. 
You must pay a fine of £2 and 10s. 6d. costs. 

GRAPE JUICE AND RASPBERRY CORDIAL. 
Absence of Grape Juice. 

At the Southport Police Court on October 25th, 
William Pedder was summoned for selling as Grape 
Juice and Raspberry Cordial an article which was not 
of the nature, substance and quality demanded by the 
purchaser.—Mr. Harrison Hartley, Inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Acts, said that he called at the defen
dant 's shop in Eastbank Street on September 7th, and 
purchased a bottle of " g r a p e juice and raspberry cor
dia l . " The Public Analyst 's certificate showed that 
the sample contained 79·52 per cent. of water, 20 per 
cent. of glucose, 0·06 per cent. of mineral matter, and 
0·42 per cent. of colouring matter. There was no grape 
juice in it at all.—Mr. Lloyd, who represented the 
defendant, said that the latter kept a food-reform shop, 
and it was his endeavour to see that he supplied the 
public with pure food. He was under the impression 
that the article in question was a pure temperance drink, 
which as a matter of fact it was. It did not comply 
with the words on the label, and therefore he had to 
plead guilty. The words " g r a p e j u i c e " on the label 
were in quotation marks , as was also the word " c o r 
dial ," showing that they were descriptive names given 
to the drink. If there had been any considerable quan
tity of grape juice in it he was afraid that the defendant 
would have been summoned under another statute. 
—Defendant said that he purchased the preparation in 
the ordinary way from a London firm, and sold it 
exactly as he bought it. Fined 10s. and costs. 

INDIAN MEAL. 
Alleged Deficiency in Oil. Case Dismissed. Notice of 

Appeal. 
At the Lurgan Petty Sessions on December 4th, be

fore Mr. H. G. MacGeagh, D.L. , and seven other 
magistrates, Carson & Co., grocers and provision mer
chants, Market Street, Lurgan, were summoned at the 
instance of Mr. M'Neill, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Acts, for selling Whi te Indian Meal, which was 
certified by the Public Analyst to have contained only 
0·95 per cent. of oil, whereas it should have contained 
at least 4 per cent. of oil. Mr. H. J. Harr is , solicitor 
to the Armagh County Council, appeared for the com
plainant, and Mr. T . G. Menary for the defendants.— 
Mr. Harris said the County Council had specially sent 
him to prosecute in that case because they thought it 
one of much importance, inasmuch as meal was largely 
used by the poor, and the analysis of the sample ob
tained from the defendants showed that almost all the 
oil had been abstracted, so that the meal was deprived 
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of one of its most important constituents. The Public 
Analyst 's certificate stated that the sample contained: 
Oil, 0 9 5 per cent . ; albumenoids, 9·70 per cent . ; starch, 
etc., 89·35 per cent. The certificate also stated that 
genuine Whi te Indian Meal should contain at least 4 
per cent. of oil.—Inspector M'Neill gave evidence as 
to entering the defendants' shop and asking to be sup
plied with one pound of White Indian Meal.—Cross-
examined, witness said he knew Whi te Indian Meal 
was largely used for human consumption, but he had 
also known Yellow Indian Meal which did contain 
the necessary oil used for the same purpose. — Mr. 
Menary said his clients admitted that there was practi
cally no oil in the White Indian Meal in question, and 
by reason of that his clients had to pay £3 a ton more 
for it than for the meal containing oil. The absence of 
oil rendered the meal better fitted for human consump
tion. This case had previously been before the Court, 
but had been adjourned in order that a decision in a 
similar case heard in Dublin in which Mr. M'Inerney, 
K.C. , had held in favour of the defendants might be 
appealed against. Sir Charles Cameron and another 
expert in that case had been retained for the com
plainants, but notwithstanding that fact the case had 
been dismissed, and, although the magistrate had 
offered to state a case, the prosecutors had ultimately 
agreed to abide by his decision. Mr. Menary, continu
ing, said the milling industry had undergone many 
changes of recent years, and any person who now asked 
for Indian Meal for domestic use knew that they would 
get White Indian Meal without oil in it, for which they 
would pay more than for that containing oil, and which 
would consequently keep better. Although the Public 
Analyst stated that Indian Meal should, per se, con
tain 4 per cent. of oil, traders nowadays knew, and it 
was so understood by their customers, that the meal 
did not contain that quantity of oil, nor would the cus
tomers buy it if it did.—Mr. Murphy, J. P . : Is it your 
case, Mr. Menary, that the oil is extracted for the 
purpose of making the meal more suitable for human 
food?—Exactly, and because without the oil it would 
not get fusty so soon.—Mr. H a r r i s : My case is that 
the oil is taken from the meal so as to obtain a two
fold profit. The oil is used for making soap, salad oil, 
etc.—After evidence by Mr. James Carson (a partner 
in the defendant firm) and Mr. Andrew Knox (another 
grocer) as to customers preferring meal without oil for 
human use, the Chairman said the Bench were unani
mous in finding that the purchaser got what he asked 
for—namely, what went under the trade term of Whi te 
Indian Meal.—On the application of Mr. Harr is , the 
Magistrates agreed to state a case. 

GINGER. 
"Spent" Ginger. 

At the County Police Court, Formby, on November 
3rd, Elizabeth Ann Swift, Cummin's Avenue, Freshfield, 
was summoned for selling ground ginger which was 
not of the nature, substance and quality demanded.— 
Mr. H. W . Cleaver, of Preston, on behalf of the Lanca
shire County Council, the prosecuting authority, said 
that on September 6th Inspector Rawlins visited defen
dant ' s shop and purchased a sample of ginger. Mrs. 
Swift and her husband were both present, and when 
asked for ginger Mrs. Swift said they had none. 
The Inspector saw a tin on the shelf in front of him, 

marked ginger, and this tin contained about 4 pounds of 
ground ginger. It had not been opened. The sample 
was divided in the usual way, and the Public Analyst 
for the County certified that the sample consisted of 
carbonated ginger, or spent ginger, which was the resi
due left after the flavouring matters had been extracted 
by solvents. It was worthless as a spice. If the Bench 
would like to try the experiment of tasting they would 
find that the material possessed only the slightest flavour 
of ginger. He had some genuine ginger in court, but 
if they experimented with this he would advise that it 
be done carefully. The spent ginger was only worth a 
penny or so per pound. It could only be used for cattle 
food. Defendant was not to blame in the mat ter ; she 
could not have tampered with the contents of the tin 
supplied to her as ground ginger by E. W. Walbridge 
and Company, of Southport. So far as he could make 
out the headquarters of this company was a sort of 
broken-down stable and coach-house. Mr. Walbridge, 
he believed, travelled on behalf of a well-known firm of 
tea merchants, and perhaps he took orders for groceries 
as well. He wrote and told defendant that he bought 
the ginger from a miller who had milled it for him from 
the root itself. That could not have been so. The in
voice or warranty was given six months ago, and the 
County Council could therefore not proceed against the 
person concerned for giving a false warranty, but he 
thought they would be able to proceed in another way.— 
Inspector Rawlins gave evidence bearing out the open
ing statement, and said that when the tin was pointed 
out to Mrs. Swift she said, " Y e s , I forgot that . It has 
not been opened yet."—Superintendent Hodgson said 
he received a letter from Mrs. Swift enclosing the war
ranty. He had made inquiries about the firm which 
supplied the warranty, and he had been unable to find 
Mr. Walbridge. He was always out of the town. The 
place where he carried on business hardly suggested that 
it was what it was styled. It was an old tumble-down 
coach-house and stable at the back of Cemetery-road, 
Southport. The title of the business was painted on 
the coach-house door.—Mr. Cleaver said he now gath
ered that the words " g u a r a n t e e d p u r e " were written 
on the invoice by Mr. Walbridge after the summons had 
been taken out, but he still thought it would be possible 
to take proceedings.—Mrs. Swift said she was very sorry 
for what had happened. She never supposed that the 
contents of the tin were anything but what was described 
to her. She had been in the shop sixteen years, and she 
had never had a complaint. Several samples of different 
things had been taken. There was so little demand for 
ginger that she had forgotten the existence of the tin 
in question, and did not remember it until it was pointed 
out to her.—The Bench considered that the ginger was 
not of the nature, substance and quality demanded, but 
under the circumstances they had decided to dismiss the 
case against the present defendant. 

The Proprietors of Patent No. 887 of 1911 for 
"Improvements in the Manufacture of Dry Milk" 
are desirous of disposing of the Patent Rights or of 
negotiating for the grant of licences to work there
under. For particulars apply to G. F . Redfern & Co., 
Chartered Patent Agents, 15, South Street, Finsbury, 
London, E .C . 


